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TO OUR 
READERS 


Owing to technical dif- 
ficulties, we have been 
compelled to omit the 
October, 1952, issue of 
JEWISH FRONTIER. 


All subscriptions have 
been automatically ex- 


tended one month. 
@ 


MAYER KASTOFF, well 
known in the Labor Zion- 
ist Movement for his many 
years’ devoted work for 
Labor Israel, is now spe- 
cial representative of 
JEWISH FRONTIER in 
Greater New York. 


Friends of the magazine 
are requested to extend 
their cooperation to him. 


This spring Jews through- 
out the world will cele- 
brate the FIFTH ANNI- 
VERSARY of the estab- 
lishment of Israel. For 
this occasion the JEWISH 
FRONTIER is preparing a 
special issue that will re- 
flect the struggles and the 
achievements of the young 
republic. 


—The Editors 
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NOVEMBER, 1952 
Editorial 
Elect Stevenson 


At THIS WRITING, early in October, it has be- 

come overwhelmingly evident that the elec- 
tion of Adlai Stevenson is of crucial importance 
to the physical welfare as well as the moral cli- 
mate of the United States. Earlier in the season, 
immediately after the national conventions and 
before the campaign got under way, there was 
also no real doubt in the mind of any liberal that 
Stevenson was far preferable to Eisenhower in 
the White House. But the partisanship for Stev- 
enson then lacked the comnelling edge which 
recent weeks have imparted to it. Sievenson’s 
legislative record as governor of Illinois was then 
no less appealing than it is now, but the quality 
of his personality was not widely known, and 
through the fog of newspaper reports Eisen- 
hower then still appealed to many as the sincere 
though politically untutored general who 
bearded the lion of Republican reaction in his 
own den and emerged victorious. The attitude 
of many well-intentioned and basically pro- 
gressive people could have been summarized a 
brief two months ago in the following formula: 
“I am for Stevenson, but should Eisenhower get 
elected it would not be an unalleviated misfor- 
tune’ for the country.” 


The past few weeks have blasted this pleasant 
illusion. Indeed, the campaigning of recent 
weeks has been unmatched for many decades in 
the quality of its developments. Quickly and 
adroitly the most reactionary elements in the 
Republican party, the very same ones who ap- 
peared defeated beyond recall, have taken over 
the management of their party’s candidate. They 
have plunged the discussion of vexing issues to 
the lowest depths of demagogy. The Republican 
candidate himself was pushed farther and far- 
ther into the recesses of Taftism and McCarthy- 
ism until he is almost lost in the shuffle. From the 
Republican platform the voices of Taft and 
Nixon and McCarthy are heard in the land, 
evading issues, confusing thought, appealing to 
mob emotions, substituting hysteria for reason. 

And on the other side of the political fence, 
Stevenson has in the meantime grown immea- 
surably in stature as a statesman whose election 
holds out the promise of sane leadership of the 
nation. Under present conditions it is not enough 
to point to Stevenson’s liberalism in questions 
pertaining to the public welfare, though these 
would naturally assure him of the vote of all 
liberals. Of equal, and perhaps of even greater 


Comment 


importance, is the manner in which he has been 
conducting his campaign. In this day and age 
when hysteria is around most corners, when la- 
belling an opponent with a derogatory political 
epithet is tantamount to his condemnation, when 
suspicion takes the place of proof, Stevenson’s 
preeminently civilized facing of issues is as great 
an asset in his favor as is the liberalism of his 
views. 

What this country will perhaps need most in 
coming years is a level-headed approach to the 
problems that confront it. Political sanity and a 
responsibile attitude toward accumulated so- 
cial values, especially when coupled with con- 
sistent liberal policies, will carry this nation 
through the present crisis. 

Now in October the political issue presents 
itself not as a mere choice between the perpetu- 
ation of a liberal administration in Washington 
and a new administration somewhat more con- 
servative on some domestic and foreign issues, 
but presenting no basic threat to the fundamen- 
tal freedoms of the country. Now the stake in 
the coming elections appears to be the preserva- 
tion of sane and democratic government as 
against the promotion of the principles of Mc- 
Carthyism and Taftism from a bench in the 
Senate to the seat of the Chief Executive. The 
election of Stevenson on November 4 thus means 
much more than the advancement of certain lib- 
eral reforms. On this election there appears 
to depend the very preservation of the basic 
fabric of rights and liberties which we know as 
the American way of life. 


Not Without Humor 


Bae THE JEWISH OBSERVER AND MippLE East 
Review of London we are indebted for the 
following account of the first Hebrew broadcasts 
beamed from Syria to Israel: 


Syrian broadcasts in Hebrew to Israel began 
on September 6; an introductory statement 
explained that the Syrian Broadcasting Service 
inaugurated its broadcasts in Hebrew destined 
for the Jews in Palestine. 
This is how it was done: 


**You Poles, Austrians, Germans, French, 
and Italians among the Jews who are living 
in Palestine, Jews from the East—this is 
Damascus .. . 

“This is the first Arab voice directed to 
the Jews in Palestine. This voice has two 








objects—to explain continuously to the 
exiled Jewish communities living in Pales- 
tine the real facts about their life and gen- 
eral situation, and to supply them with news 
about several doctrines which insolent pro- 
paganda is trying to hide or to conceal un- 
der the influence of fanaticism and enthu- 
siasm. 

“We want you, members of the Jewish 
community in Palestine, to learn fully and 
correctly the character of the Arab people 
who adopted the ideas of progress and 
strength. We want you to know the Arab 
masses surrounding you. You have come 
into an Arab land with indistinct and de- 
fective ideas about this land and its. owners. 
This is not your fault, but the fault of the 
plotters whose rule and government you 
have accepted with good intentions. It is 
they who have misled you and concealed 
the facts.” 


On the following day the Hebrew broadcast 
proceeded a step further: 


“This is the voice of Damascus, speaking 
to you in the Hebrew language. You Jews 
from Poland, Austria, Germany, Russia, 
Italy, France, and Rumania in Palestine, 
you Jews from Britain and Australia, you 
Jews from the East—perhaps you find it 
difficult, ladies and gentlemen . . . to fol- 
low our daily programs in the Hebrew lan- 
guage. 

“Tt is well-known that few Jews know 
Hebrew well, and that some of you were 
compelled to learn this language through 
pressure exerted by the Histadrut. There- 
fore, some of you understand this language 


in a superficial manner, while many do not 
know Hebrew at all. 


“The Hebrew language has never been a 
language of enlightenment or a language 


valued greatly among the other languages 
of the world.” 


The Syrian authorities, in their well-inten- 
tioned endeavor to inform their Israeli listen- 
ers, are evidently aware of the powerful 
influence of ridicule in the art of propaganda. 
But it is the other side that should be made a 
laughing stock—not your own. 


East Side, West Side 


Tt RUSH Is ON—to liquidate whatever disa- 
bilities former Nazis have still been laboring 
under. In West Germany, clemency is the order 
of the day, in addition to the many influential 
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posts in the government which already have been 
given to inadequately denazified former devotees 
of Hitler. The occupation authorities are quietly 
reducing the sentences of imprisoned war crim- 
inals. In Austria the government brazenly at- 
tempted to restore to former Nazis the right to 
reclaim and hold property they had looted from 
their “non-Aryan” victims. Now East Germany 
has joined the parade. Like a true “People’s De- 
mocracy” East Germany does not believe in half 
measures. On the occasion of the third anniver- 
sary of the establishment of the East German 
government on October 5, 1,590 Nazi prisoners 
were released outright. Another 1,022 had their 
sentences reduced “considerably”. All former 
Nazis in East Germany who had had the good 
fortune to stay out of jail are now restored to 
full citizenship. They can vote in elections, run 
for office and be eligible for appointment to 
government posts. 


Seven and a half years after the defeat of Hit- 
ler, the problem of the Nazis who ravaged half 
the world has been finally almost liquidated 
entirely by the simple expedient of calling it 
quits and letting bygones be bygones. The Ger- 
mans, both East and West, have proved that, 
whatever anyone else may think or feel, they are 
willing to forgive themselves. 








“They Did Not Fear” 


By P. E. SINGER 
Beechhurst Press, New York 


QUOTATIONS FROM THE PRESS 


“Mr. Singer depicts with skill the terror of life in the 
Austrian Jewish communities when the Hitler hordes 
took over, and he writes movingly of the despair that 
fell upon the Polish Jews when Hitler and Stalin cut 
up Poland. Special mention must also be:made of the 
excellent detailed descriptions of the activities of the 
partisan groups of Jewish men and women who inflicted 
so much damage upon the Nazis. “They Did Not Fear’ 
has considerable documentary value.” 

CuHartes ANCOFF 

Saturday Review, September 27, 1952 


“Singer attempts to reveal the historic cataclysm by un- 
derwriting rather than’ over-writing and succeeds ad- 
mirably.” 
JosepH LANDAU 
The Courier-Journal, Louisville, Sept. 21, 1952 


“‘They Did Not Fear’ is an impassioned novel that tells 
of what happened in Europe during these black years. 
In a sense, what Mr. Singer has done in his novel, besides 
relating an unusual and absorbing story, is to show the 
pattern of how a nation was reborn.” 


Jewish Book Guild News 


“Here, in novel form, the author has attempted to convey 
the composite experience of thousands. And despite 
occasional moments of sentimentality, it is a sensitively 
written book and one which must be regarded as a 
tour-de-force of restraint, considering the story it tells.” 
Davi R. WAHL 
Israel Speaks, September 26, 1952 


Book Available through the Jewish Frontier 








Price $3.00 
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A New Coalition in U.S. Politics 


by Daniel James 


PRenauin D. RoosEvELT shaped and led to 

victory in four consecutive Presidential elec- 
tions one of the strangest political coalitions in 
American history ever to wear the label of a 
single party. Harry S. Truman, his successor, 
performed in 1948 a feat almost as remarkable: 
Defying the Roosevelt formula for victory— 
keep the coalition intact at all costs—Truman 
produced splits on his right and his left, defied 
the rebels, and still won. In the process, how- 
ever, the Democratic coalition was left crippled. 
Adlai E. Stevenson, in 1952, is faced with a task 
far more formidable than Roosevelt’s or Tru- 
man’s. For the number one political fact of this 
Presidential campaign is that the old Democratic 
majority coalition is no more, and desperately 
trying to fill the vacuum is a newly emerging 
conservative alliance under the leadership of the 
Republican party. 

The conglomeration of political forces that 
has ruled the United States for two decades, but 
during the second has slowly been disintegrating, 
was the product of another era. The dominant 
issues were then economic, and their impact was 
so universal that normally disparate elements 
could be welded together in pursuit of a single 
common goal: economic recovery. North and 
South, East and West, the worker, the farmer, 
the professional, the businessman, the liberal, the 
conservative, the bigoted, the scapegoated flocked 
into the Democratic column at election time 
and—believing that the Democrats alone could 
provide jobs, raise farm prices, stimulate pro- 
duction, bring on the millenium—pooled their 
collective political strength for economic pur- 
poses. But once the nation was well on the road 
to recovery, sectional and class interests began 
to reassert themselves: Labor demanded a greater 
share of the national wealth, business balked at 
government regulation, the middle class chafed 
at higher taxes, the white South resented the 
scarcity of cheap Negro hands, the Midwest sus- 
pected the East of financial conspiracy. The po- 
litical bonds that poverty and helplessness had 
woven were now loosened by prosperity and 
arrogance, and each member of the Democratic 
union vied with the other for supremacy. 

Came 1947 and there burst upon the coalition 
the issue that would inevitably break its back 





Daniel James is managing editor of The New Leader. 


but was least expected: civil rights. The clamor 
for civil-rights legislation, which had set up dur- 
ing the war and had been mounting ever since, 
grew deafening. In 1947 it was taken up by 
none other than the titular head of the Demo- 
cratic party, who in that year issued what was 
virtually a call to arms, a Second Emancipation 
Proclamation, in the form of the Report of the 
President’s Committee on Civil Rights. It 
seemed that all at once the grievances that had 
been smoldering within the bosom of the coali- 
tion burst into flame, and two main fissures were 
exposed: Southern conservatism-cum-racism and 
“Northern” (really non-Southern) liberalism. 
Until then an ordinary politician concerned more 
with patronage than principle, and a man who, 
moreover, had been reckoned as being utterly 
“safe” on civil rights, Truman in the role of 
champion of full equality became himself a sym- 
bol of the division and an intra-party issue. 
When, with an odd combination of obstinacy 
and statesmanship, Truman staked his political 
life on the Report and based his first and only 
campaign for the Presidency upon it in 1948, he 
thereby sealed the doom of the Rooseveltian coa- 
lition. 


ODAY, AS A RESULT, the fates of the Presidential 

candidates— the Democratic Stevenson and 
the Republican Eisenhower—hinge upon the 
conflict between the nascent conservative-racist 
front-in the South and the liberal-labor-Negro 
vote in the North. Eisenhower has indicated 
his preference for the former, but Stevenson, as 
of this writing, has not quite followed in the 
footsteps of the Truman of 1948. Reality sug- 
gests, however, that the explosion detonated by 
civil rights has created the common issue upon 
which all conservatives can unite without. as vet, 
having produced a similar effect upon liberals, 
and that Stevenson’s apparent appeal to both 
may lose him Southern votes without gaining 
for him the maximum that the North, if gal- 
vanized into action, could turn out. 


The Dixiecrat revolt of four years ago was, for 
all practical electoral purposes, a failure; it could 
not have been otherwise because the States Rights 
party was a purely sectional, and tentative, or- 
panization that could not hope to gain power but 
only to deprive the national Democratic party of 
it. But it was a dress rehearsal for bigger things to 
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come. The “Dixiecrats” of 1952 are a lot ma- 
turer and better organized than their 1948 pre- 
cursors. No one will know until November 5 
whether their activity will pay off in the cur- 
rency of the Electoral College, but that is not so 
important as the long-range course that has been 
embarked upon and that may eventually result 
in producing a radical re-alignment in U. S. 
politics. 

The current crop of disaffected Southern 
Democrats is, it is vital to know, as much an eco- 
nomic as a political expression. They belong, in 
fact, to the same economic brackets that form 
the Republican party’s legions elsewhere in the 
country, coming as they do from the urban mid- 
dle and upper classes being created by the South’s 
belated industrial revolution. This means that 
the dissident Democratic movement on 1952 is 
founded upon something far more durable than 
the reed of sheer racism that saw the States 
Righters through only one election: the bedrock 
of economic power. In the second place, they are 
not led by the wild demagogues of yore, but by 
cool and clever professional politicians considered 
among the South’s most “responsible”; Gover- 
nors Allan Shivers of Texas, Robert Kennon of 
Louisiana, and above all James F. Byrnes of South 
Carolina, the nearest thing to a latter-day Con- 
federate President. These men, and others who 
are playing a more covert but nonetheless effec- 
tive role, are in the new political game they have 
devised for keeps, not just for an election. The 
third fact to note is that the rebels of 1952, un- 
like their Dixiecrat precursors, do not intend to 
waste their votes upon a futile third party but 
hope, instead, to defeat the Democratic ticket 
by supporting frankly. the Republican ticket. 
That this represents, for Southern Democrats, a 
radical break with tradition is to suggest again 
the scope and character of the political revolu- 
tion at work. For these dissidents—this is a 
fourth fact about them—are essentially Repub- 
lican in temper and doctrine, have been for some 
years, and are separated from the GOP only by 
a fetishism which makes Southerners loathe the 
word Republican. But even this, under the 
melting grins and Bourbon expressions of Eisen- 
hower, is gradually losing its force, and the day 
may soon arrive when Southern conservative 
Democrats wil join the Republican party for 
good. For what is happening in the South, after 
all—and this is the final point—is that the com- 
mon-law Congressional marriage of Southern 
Democrats and Northern Republicans is being, 
as it were, legalized in the court of politics. In 
a short time if Eisenhower captures a few South- 
ern electoral votes, in a longer time if Eisenhower 
succeeds only in increasing his party’s popular 
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vote, a Southern Republican party—and hence 
a two-party system—will issue from the present 
arrangement. If Eisenhower becomes President, 
with or without Southern aid, Southern Repub- 
licanism will be a major factor by 1956. 


LIKE RE-ALIGNMENT is not taking place 

among liberals; on the contrary, they have 

generated new divisions. The reason is.that they 
have subordinated principle to expediency. 

At the Philadelphia Democratic convention 
four years ago, the liberals, led by Hubert Hum- 
phrey and inspired by the President’s civil-rights 
Report, fought like dedicated men to insert a 
strong and unequivocal civil-rights plank into 
the party platform, and succeeded virtually over 
the South’s dead body. This insured the party’s 
return to power, for the outpouring of Negro 
voters it caused turned the tide for Truman. By 
1952, factionalism again threatened the party’s 
election chances but a difterent cure threatened 
them more. 


A good civil-rights plank was passed at Chi- 
cago, and in addition, it was reinforced by an an- 
ti-filibuster statement. This would seem merely 
to recognize officially what has long been a fact, 
namely, that no civil-rights measure will ever 
pass the Senate until a way is found to stop fili- 
bustering. But much more is involved. In declar- 
ing its official policy to be repeal of Senate Rule 
22, which requires a constitutional majority of 
two-thirds of the Senate to brezk a filibuster, the 
Democratic party has taken a step which could 
have these far-reaching consequences: (1) to 
drive out the Southern conservative remnants; 
(2) to attach the Negro electorate more firmly 
to it; and (3) to initiate a much-needed reform 
in Senate procedure. Already, opponents of Rule 
22 are planning to go into the Eighty-third Con- 
gress to make an issue, at the outset, not of civil 
rights but of the right of the Senate to formulate 
new rules each time it organizes for a new session, 
These implications convinced civil-rights advo- 
cates, particularly the Negroes, that the Demo- 
cratic party intended to keep marching forward. 


Then Alabama Senator John J. Sparkman was 
nominated for Vice President—and suddenly the 
Democrats seemed to have marched one step for- 
ward only to take two steps backward. Notwith- 
standing Stevenson’s own excellent record on 
civil rights, Negroes could show nothing but dis- 
may over the Sparkman candidacy—a dismay 
that still obtains and that could be translated in- 
to disaster for the Democrats at the polls. 

What irks the Negro voter is two things in the 
main. First, the anxiety of the Democrat mana- 
gers to appease the South—the expression origi- 
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nates with Walter White, Executive Secretary of 
the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People. This seemed to them wholly gra- 
tuitous and smelled of betrayal, for after all Tru- 
man had won in *48 despite the loss of four 
Southern states; and this year, Negroes reason 
further, there is no Wallace defection to threaten 
such big key states as New York which are nor- 


- mally Democratic. Second, if there had to be a 


Southerner on the ticket, why Sparkman? The 
record of Sparkman in the House and Senate has 
been one of unrelieved, and active, opposition, 
including filibustering; against every single civil- 
rights measure he has voted on: To Negroes, this 
means that Sparkman, if elected, will preside over 
the Senate and cast a vote against civil rights in 
case of a tie; and that, further, Sparkman could 
conceivably become President of the United 
States and simply turn back the whole civil- 
rights clock. It has been argued, chiefly by white 
liberals, that Sparkman’s record on other issues 
has generally been Fair Dealish (although there is 
some dispute about that, too) and that he gives 
promise of becoming, once he is rid of sectional 
pressures and -becomes a national officeholder, 
another Hugo Black. (Black, it will be recalled, 
is the erstwhile racist Senator who has become, 
since his appointment to the U. S. Supreme 
Court, a thorough liberal.) Sparkman might in- 
deed become another Black. But how many are 
willing to bank on that? How many Negroes will 
vote on sheerest faith in that possibility? 


The assumption of Democratic leaders that 
Sparkman would hold the -South solid, while 
Stevenson would retain the Northern Negro’s 
allegiance, is proving basically false. The conserv- 
ative Southern revolution, as we have seen, goes 
on unimpeded by Sparkman; it is hard to see how 
it could have been stopped, short of complete 
capitulation to it. On the other hand, Stevenson 
notwithstanding, the Northern Negro is 
wracked by doubt. The trouble is that the 
Democrats have not understood the significance 
of the Negro vote. 


S FAR BACK as mid-1948, in his authoritative 

book, Balance of Power: the Negro Vote, 
Henry Lee Moon warned that Negroes “will not 
vote for any candidate satisfactory to the politi- 
cal zombies who infest the sub-Potomac region.” 
Moon further warned that the Negro vote “‘can- 
not be counted in advance” and must constantly 
be wooed, since Negroes are not tied to any po- 
litical party. If, over a twenty-year period, the 
Negro was capable of swinging from the Repub- 
licans to the Democrats. why not back again? Or 
why not stay at home Election Day? In the cur- 
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rent Crisis, the official magazine of the NAACP, 
a West Coast correspondent reports that Negroes 
in his region “may ignore the Presidential race 
and seek to elect Congressmen and Senators about 
whom he has no doubt.” Walter White stated re- 
cently in Look: “The Democratic Party’s capitu- 
lation to the unreconstructed—not the enlight- 
ened—South, the Sparkman nomination and the 
party’s record in recent years are such that it will 
experience great difficulty in holding on to the 
Negro vote.” 


What this may mean can best be conveyed by 
reporting a few facts concerning the Negro vote. 
The total number of Negroes eligible to vote next 
month is expected to reach 3.2 million, almost a 
million more than the 1948 figure. Of these, 
judging by the turnout in 1948, fully 60 per cent 
could normally have been expected to go to the 
polls. How deep an interest in the franchise this 
represents can be appreciated when it is known 
that the average national turnout for all voters is 
only 51 per cent! Moreover, the Negro vote is so 
located that it has a strategic value beyond its 
numbers. 


In 1948, Negroes proved to be the balance of 
power in eight states where Truman won by 
margins as low as 2 per cent and whose electoral 
votes put him into the White House. In Novem- 
ber, according to many analysts, the Negro may 
wield the balance of power in no fewer than sev- 
enteen non-Southern states with an aggregate of 
293 electoral votes. The number needed to elect 
a President is 266. The number of Southern elec- 
toral votes is 128. On a purely mathematical 
count, what the Democrats did at Chicago was 
to risk all or the better part of 293 votes in or- 
der to hold all or the better part of 128! 

They risked more. The election will decide 
not only the fate of an incongruous Democratic 
ticket, but the future of liberalism and of civil 
rights. 


TF THE CIVIL-RIGHTS ISSUE was capable of pre- 

cipitating the breakup of the old Democratic 
coalition, it also possesses the unifying proper- 
ties upon which liberals can base a new alliance 
of their own—an alliance all the more necessary 
to counter-balance the rising new conservative 
formation. At first merely a sectional and party 
question, civil rights has become an issue that is 
national, and even international, in scope. Where 
economic matters were of primary domestic 
concern in the 1930s, the overriding challenge 
to Americans in the 1950s is full equality. 


The great Negro majorities that made possible 
Truman’s election in 1948 were the result of the 
wholesale movement of Negroes from the South 








which commenced with World War II and rose 
to a floodtide by the late 1940s; the movement 


has by no means run its course. With the migra- - 


tion westward and northward, the race prob- 
lem—and hence civil rights—also “migrated.” 
This fact is producing important political con- 
sequences both North and South. 

The migrating Negroes, most of them first- 
time voters, swelled the Negro Democratic vote 
to maximum proportions. At the same time, they 
revitalized the old coalition, transfusing it with 
new blood at the very moment that Southern 
conservatism was draining it. Finally, Northern 
Negroes as a whole altered the very attitudes of 
their white partners in the coalition, who for the 
first time in the history of the Democratic party 
and of U. S. politics were motivated in their po- 
litical behavior (see Senator Humphrey’s stand 
at the Philadelphia convention and in the Senate 
since) by civil rights. 

In the South, the migration was relieving ten- 
sion in areas where Negroes have been a majority 
and whites feared the consequences of being 
outnumbered; as a result, greater tolerance is 
being exhibited toward the declining Southern 
Negro population which extends, ir more and 
more instances, to non-interference with the 
right to vote. This, accompanying the abolition 
of the white primaries and the elimination of the 
poll tax in all but five Southern states, has caused 
Negro registration to increase steadily and is 
making it possible for the Southern Negro, at 
long last, to become an active force in Scuthern 
politics. In 1940 there were at most, according 
to Ralph Bunche’s estimate, 250,000 Negro vot- 
ers in the South. By 1951, the total had risen to 
900,000, and this year may approach 1.5 million. 
True, this will represent only a third of the po- 
tential Southern Negro vote, and of the number 
eligible to vote in November much less than the 
national Negro average of 31 per cent will prob- 
ably cast ballots. Yet who will dare say that a 
sixfold increase since 1940 in eligible and actual 
Southern Negro voters, few as they still are, is 
not an impressive and encouraging development? 
The picture would be incomplete without add- 
ing that Southern white politicians see the hand- 
writing on the Southern ballot box and are bid- 
ding as sharply for colored votes as for white; no 

a champion of-Dixie than Senator Richard 
Russell of Georgia finds it necessary to appeal 
for Negro votes. Moreover, a growing number 
of Negroes are running for and winning office: 
Negroes have sought municipal office in 40 
Southern cities since 1944, and, since 1947, are 
frequently victorious. 


The liberal hope of creating a new majority 
coalition, it will be evident from the foregoing, 
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rests in large part upon the Negro in the South 
as well.as the North. 

We have dealt thus far with the political 
prospects, immediate and long-term, of the 1952 
Presidential campaign, from the vantagepoint 
of the crumbling Democratic alliance. But far 
more meaningful, in a sense, is the underlying 
moral problem. It was the renowned Swedish so- 
ciologist Gunnar Myrdal who, in his monu- 
mental American Dilemma, focused attention 
upon the source of the racial conflict in Amer- 
ica as fundamentally a conflict within the white 
man. between his faith in the American Creed 
and his failure tc live up to it; between his con- 
science, which dictates that he treat all men as 
equals, and his practices, which lead him to treat 

‘some men as more equal than others.” This di- 
chotomy—which runs through our whole na- 
tional life and not only our race relations— 
resulted in a civil war, and now, under the im- 
press of a world in upheaval, is generating 
widespread tension accompanied by a national 
soul-searching. With the Negro refracted 
through foreign eyes as a symbol of our failure 
to practice the American Creed, the nation faces 
in civil rights a moral question of transcendent 
meaning and one that, ultimately, will affect our 
chances of survival. 


PostPoNEMENT OF A RESOLUTION of this issue 

is impossible, if only because the power to 
postpone has been removed from our grasp by 
external events. (In refusing to compromise on 
the issue in 1948, President Truman, whether he 
realized it or not, acted as though he instinc- 
tively understood this.) During World War 
II, the question was: How could a war to liber- 
ate a continent from racism be fought by a 
country that itself practiced racism? Today, the 
question is: Can we survive, let alone thrive, in 
a world that constantly challenges our authority 
to speak in the name of freedom as long as we 
deny freedom at home? The fact is dawning 
upon some Americans at least that America can 
no more afford to practice the myth of Negro 
inferiority, in however subtle a guise, than it can 
the myth of isolationism—and the two, incident- 
ally, are not unrelated. The so-called Negro 
problem, then, is a white problem, an American 
problem, a moral problem whose solution must 
be vigorously undertaken by the entire nation if 


it is to be a timely solution. The leadership of . 


this effort should logically devolve upon the lib- 
erals, and the instrument they must fashion to 
make their leadershop effective is a new popular 
coalition to include the Negro as a vital partner 
replacing the white supremacist. 

Adlai Stevenson, following the line laid down 
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at Chicago, has not placed himself bodily at the 


head of the forces which could both insure his 
election and create the new union so essential to 
the nation’s, and the world’s, welfare. As Gov- 
ernor of Illinois, he has fought hard and con- 
sistently for civil-rights legislation. As the 
Democratic candidate for President, he has un- 
equivocally advocated civil rights even in the 
South before non-segregated audiences. The 
NAACP, coming as close as it can to approving 
a candidate without destroying its usefulness by 
showing partisanship, declares that Stevenson’s 
is “the most forthright position taken by any of 
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the Presidential and Vice Presidential candi- 
dates,” and goes on to “commend the clarity and 
courage of his pronouncements.” But Stevenson 
suffers from the fact that he is a relatively un- 
known figure to most Americans, and second, 
that he carries the albatross of Sparkman. 

As the old coalition dies, the new, it is hoped, 
will not be aborted. In the long run, there is no 
doubt that the American Dilemma will be re- 
solved in favor of the American Creed. But the 
short-run dilemma—to stand and fight, or to 
run and lay down our arms—must first be re- 
solved. 


The German Reparations Agreement 


On September 10, 1952, an agreement was signed in Lux- 
embourg between the representatives of the West German 
Government and those of Israel and of the Conference on 
Jewish Material Claims Against Germany. By this agree- 
ment West Germany undertook to pay reparations, largely 
in the form of goods, in the sum of 822 million doilars for 
Jewish property looted under the Nazi regime. The sign- 
ing of the agreement, which was conducted in utter silence, 
climaxed negotiations that lasted for months and that 
were preceded by sharp differences of opinion among Jews 
throughout the world: The reparations payments are 
spread over a period of about twelve years. To become 
effective the agreement still has to be ratified by the 
Bundestag, the West German parliament. 


A Practical Contract 
by David Courtney 


B* THE END of 1953 big ships will have un- 
loaded at Haifa and Tel-Aviv, German 
goods valued at 400 million marks. If all goes 
well, each year thereafter, for about ten years, 
the ships will bring in 250 million marks’ worth 
of goods. 


There is still a fund of objection to the agree- 
ment. The moral objections can be understood 
but the practical objections less easily. It has 
been shown since the First World War that 
reparations are a danger to the nation receiving 
them. But this can only be true in the sense 
that payment of reparations on the scale of those 
fixed after 1918 involved enormous expansion 
of the debtor’s trade at the cost of the creditor’s 
trade. That argument has no validity in the 


‘present instance. The reparations to be handed 


over to Israel hardly call for any expansion of 
German productivity but, if sensibly disbursed, 
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should ensure the rapid expansion of Israel’s pro- 
ductivity. Perhaps it can be properly argued 
that Israel should have stood out for more and 
should have insisted upon surer provision against 
the devaluation of the mark; but general prin- 
ciples are not affected by such criticism. 


The moral argument is another and powerful 
matter; except that morality should not be a 
one-sided affair only. If it is morally painful 


‘to accept even a token retribution from the 


wrong-doers, it is surely morally unfair for the 
sake of pride to handicap the survivors of 
wrongdoing in their struggle to rehabilitate 
themselves. The German payment expiates noth- 
ing. But in practice it is a substantial contribu- 
tion towards the consolidation of a sovereign 
Jewish State—that is, towards an end which 
must be bitter humble pie indeed for the Ger- 
mans to digest; especially the unrepentant Ger- 
mans. The agreement provides no eye for an 
eye, tooth for a tooth.. But we live in an age 
that still, in part, aspires to civilized values and 
refuses moral sanctions for revenge. The Ger- 
mans, on the whole, are an unlikeable people and 
their record is disgusting. But the moral argu- 
ment that sets them beyond the pale can only 
be valid if it makes allowance for their return, 
one day, within the pale. 


If the present agreement provides a means 
towards the physical rehabilitation of the sur- 
vivors of German barbarism, only the future 
can tell whether it will serve also as a token of 
the moral rehabilitation of the Germans them- 
selves. There is, of course, grave risk of its being 
used by resurgent German nationalism to pro- 
voke the German people into resuming the 
habits of anti-Semitism. The East-West conflict 
has already restored the German’s faith in him- 
self and his teaching, and there is no reason for 
supposing that the generation now emerging is 
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any better than the generation which marched 
with obscene enthusiasm behind Hitler. To that 
extent the agreement, whilst possibly a German 
acknowledgment of guilt, is in no sense or de- 
gree an act of expiation. To Israel it is a prac- 
tical contract pure and simple. If the Germans 
should fail to honor it, fully and without hedg- 
ing, more the pity for the Germans. 


Less Enthusiasm, Please! 


by Mordecai Shtrigler 


N THE MIDST of the great to do concerning 

the negotiations with Germany about repara- 
tions to Israel, another ‘set of “negotiations,” 
that followed a parallel course and had a similar 
aim, was almost entirely overlooked. Even 
while representatives of Israel were negotiating 
with the emissaries of the Bonn government the 
reimbursement of a part of the looted Jewish 
property, a group of good Germans (and in this 
case we use the term good without ironic conno- 
tations) asked the German people to win volun- 
tary reconciliation with the Jews by means of 
donating a sum of money for Israel. These lat- 
ter “negotiations” were never conducted at for- 
mal sessions. Diplomats did not participate in 
them. And foreign governments did not exért 
pressure to assure a positive outcome of the ef- 
forts. This campaign was entirely voluntary. 
By chance this campaign came to an end at the 
same time that the “big” reparations negotiations 
were concluded, and its practical results were 
announced to the world. 


I am, of course, referring to the “Peace With 
Israel” movement which Erich Lueth and Ru- 
dolf Kustenheimer launched long before the 
Adenauer government began its negotiations 
with the representatives of Israel and world 
Jewish organizations. The ‘Peace With Israel” 
movement at first aroused some discussion, and 
then it was almost forgotten. Overshadowed by 
the much bigger deals on hand, the symbolic 
gesture of peace failed to attract attention. But 
the originators of the “Peace With Israel” cam- 
paign did no cease their efforts. Nor were they 
content with mere symbolic gestures of contri- 
tion. Instead they appealed to the Germans to 
donate money for Israel: They started with a 
project to give material assistance to Israeli stu- 
dents in German universities. They ended with 
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the drive for “olive tree donations,” which was 
to help Israel directly. 

The “Peace With Israel” campaign was a 
purely German venture without the pomp of 
publicized meetings between representatives of 
different countries. It therefore reflects more 
truly the attitudes of the German masses on the 
question of relations with the Jews, than do the 
“big” negotiations, It is thus interesting to in- 
quire to what extent the sincere and contrite 
Germans responded to Erich Lueth’s appeal. 

The answer to this question is at hand. Though 
the “Peace With Israel” campaign enjoyed con- 
siderable coverage in the German press, and two 
thousand German children participated in the 
collections for the planting of olive trees in Is- 
rael as a symbol of the outstretched German 
hand of peace, Erich Lueth reported that he ex- 
pected the campaign to net a total of about 
100,000 Marks (approximately 20,000 Dollars) 
by the time the drive is concluded. 


COMMENTING ON THE CONCLUSION of the 
campaign, Erich Lueth had some words of 
consolation for us. It is not the size of the sum 
that counts, he said. In the course of the cam- 
paign, he pointed out, he received thousands of 
letters approving the idea of the drive for Peace 
With Israel. These letters are an indication that 
thousands of Germans shared Lueth’s good will 
despite the fact that there was no well-organ- 
ized machinery behind the campaign and no 
“compulsion” (Lueth’s own term). 

Frankly, I am not very impressed. We have 
always known, and gladly admitted, that even 
under the Hitler regime there were thousands of 
Germans who opposed the Nazi rule. Some 
of these Germans were at liberty and did what- 
ever they could against the Nazis. A greater 
proportion were in the prisons and concentration 
camps. Germans ‘like Professor Maas helred 
save Jews during the Hitler rule and the German 
Anton Schmidt, of blessed memory, though 
wearing a Nazi uniform, gave his life to provide 
Jews with weapons for their self-defense. There 
were also no doubt some thousands of Germans 
who quietly dissented from the Nazi crimes and 
felt guilty. We never denied that there were 
such Germans, but the fact remains that they 
did not represent the collective face of the Ger- 
man people. 

This was in the past. Today Germany is offi- 
cially free of Nazism. The few thousand Ger- 
mans who were in concentration camps are now 
free, and those who had to keep their anti-Nazi 
opinions to themselves are now at liberty to 
speak out. Was it these few thousand Germans, 
whose consciences were clear to begin with, 








er 


hi: 





was 


sa 
of 
of 
ore 
the 
the 
in- 
rite 


ugh 
on- 
rwo 
the 

Is- 


nan 


out 
irs ) 


of 
sum 
am- 
s of 
eace 
that 
will 
yan- 

no 


ave 
sven 
ls of 
ome 
hat- 
ater 
tion 
Ired 
man 
ugh 
vide 
here 
nans 
and 
were 
they 
Ger- 


Ger- 
now 
Nazi 
y to 
nans, 


with, 





NOVEMBER, 1952 


whom Erich Lueth now unearthed with his cam- 
paign to extend an olive branch to Israel? Should 
that be the case, then the ‘Peace With Israel” 
movement has uncovered no new area of re- 
morse in Germany. ‘The “thousands” of sup- 
porters of whom Erich Lueth speaks, appear to 
be the same ones who had the courage to defy 
the Nazis when such defiance meant death. 

It is a sad, but regrettably undeniable, situ- 
ation. Erich Lueth’s. campaign has demon- 
strated that nothing has changed substantially 
in Germany. It is true that the “democratic” 
parties in Germany number millions of mem- 
bers. But I am haunted by a question: What 
would have happened if the reparations agree- 
ment signed with Israel had been submitted to 
the German people for popular approval? 
Lueth’s half-forgotten ‘Peace With Israel”? cam- 
paign, and its pitiful results, provide an adequate 
answer to this question. 


For reasons that will become apparent later 

in this article, it is desirable to consider some 
other aspects of the German character. Present 
day Germany-is becoming more frankly cynical. 
The background of the Philip Auerbach trial, 
for instance, is now becoming public knowledge. 


It is quite a scandalous story and the vicious: 


trickery that masqueraded under a mantle of 
official correctness is now becoming known. 
Thus it is now known that persons with recent 
criminal records were used as witnesses against 
Auerbach; yet the matter is shrugged off. Mul- 
ler, former Minister of Justice of Bavaria, the 
man who initiated the trial against Auerbach, 
does not even try to hide his feelings. Address- 
ing a public meeting, he stated that he would 
act the same way all over again. Muller went 
still farther. It is the Jews who are responsible 
for anti-Semitism, he declared publicly. Nor 


_ should anyone believe that anti-Jewish feelings 


are the heritage of a small segment of the Ger- 
man population, he insisted. The entire Ger- 
man people is anti-Semitic, including Mr. Muller 
himself. His statements were greeted with 
stormy applause. We have not heard that this 
former Minister of Justice of Bavaria has been 
called to account for “besmirching the fair name 
of the German people” with his remarks. 

In the matter of reparations the Germans are 
not always as niggardly as the innocent by- 
stander might believe. It is a fact, though few 
are aware of it, that Germany pays restitution to 
Nazis. Let me cite only a few cases. A German 
court has awarded the Nazi war criminal Gen- 
eral Raeder the sum of 100 Marks a month for 
his “services” during the war, and 26,000 Marks 
for property which he “lost” during the disor- 
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ders following the German defeat. Schroeder, 
former S. S. General and Police President of Lu- 
beck, is receiving 830 Marks a month, though his 
record under the Nazi regime is only too well 
known. (Many documents mysteriously van- 
ished from the files, and “lack of documentary 
proof” is given as the reason why he was not 
brought to trial.) §. S$. General Jedicke of Wies- 
baden is receiving 530 Marks a month for his 
erstwhile services, though he had been one of 
the most savage Nazis. Deutsche Rundschau 
cited the above cases as examples of the numer- 
ous instances of erstwhile Nazi leaders being 
reimbursed. 


I haven’t heard of a single instance of a mem- 
ber of the Bundestag rising to object to arrange- 
ments of the above nature as a wrong against 
the German people. This silence in the Bunde- 
stag probably explains the earnestness with which 
some German Bundestag members reacted to 
the cbjections of the Arab League to the repara- 
tions agreement with Israel. It would therefore 
be wisé to practice caution and to assume that 
even formally the matter of reparations from 
Germany is still not finally settled. 


THE PASSIONATE DEBATE that raged among 

Jews on the subject of German reparations has 
now subsided. There are indications that even 
some of the bitterest opponents of direct nego- 
tiations with Germany have cooled down and 
look at the matter dispassionately, now that they 
see opportunities of directly or indirectly bene- 
fiting from the negotiations. Certainly, the ex- 
pressions of mass resentment—such as the dem- 
onstration before Knesset—are a matter of the 
past. 


The huge sum of 822 million Dollars in rep- 
arations which the West German government 
has undertaken to pay—subject to the ratifica- 
tion of the Bundestag—has blunted the deter- 
mination of many who had been adamant in their 


- decision not to shake a German hand nor to 


touch a German penny. I must confess that I 
am not one of these, for a number of reasons. It 
would perhaps be best not to stir up old argu- 
ments. The negotiations with Germany were 
entered into out of need, and now is not the time 
to analyze actions taken under pressure of neces- 
sity. 

I would have remained silent and refrained 
from rubbing old wounds, were it not fora ten- 
dency to change moods with lightning rapidity 
has gained ground in Jewish public life. What 
was previously regarded as a step dictated by ne- 
cessity is now hailed as a tremendous triumph for 
the Jewish people. From many sides voices are 
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heard than can only be interpreted to mean that 
the German reparations payments are the salva- 
tion of Israel and the Jewish people. The ap- 
plause for those who initiated the negotiations 
are deafeningly loud, and the cheering tends to 
be as passionate as if a great act of national her- 
oism had been performed and uncounted wealth 
for which nothing had been paid had been 
gained for-the needs of the Jewish people. We 
are told again and again how much and what 
kind of goods we will get and how Israel will be 
helped by it. Some people arialyze the repara- 
tions agreement and “demonstrate” how it will 
prove to be the economic salvation of Israel. 
There are even Jewish spokesmen who, without 
batting an eyelash, point out that the sum to ba 
received as reparations from Germany is bigger 
than the total contributed by American Jews 
during the four years since the establishment of 
Israel. 

The figures jibe. The people who make these 
statements are competent arithmeticians. But 
they somehow forget to mention the how and 
why of it all; how American Jews, in an out- 
pouring of love gave their contributions that 
added up to hundreds of millions of dollars, and 
why the Germans had to agree to pay repara- 
tions. Any comparison between the two sets of 
figures, coming from Jews, is painfully humili- 
ating. Of course, according to the rules of book- 
keeping 822 million dollars are more than the 
approximately 700 million dollars so far raised 
for Israel by American Jewry. But there exists 
also another type of bookkeeping, the bookkeep- 
ing of ethics (and it is painful to have to point 
out this elementary fact) which no people can 
ignore. 

The urge to represent the reparations agree- 
ment with Germany as a Jewish triumph is 
probably more tragic than the material hard- 
ships which impelled the negotiations. 


T TRY TO ENTER into the state of mind of those 

who sincerely approved the negotiations with 
Germany. I can understand the point of view 
that anything is justified if it will aid Israel. But 
even if I were to share the attitude of such 
people, I would still maintain: The reparations 
should have been accepted in deep silence, like 
that which reigned at the signing of the agree- 
ment. Not a word of elated praise should have 
been uttered for those who brought the repara- 
tions negotiations -to their conclusion, even if 
their merits in this regard are great. They no 
déubt worked hard and displayed great diplo- 
matic talent. They should have received their 
due praise in the quiet of an intimate gathering. 


But there should have been no public jubilation. 
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Such a course of action would not have been 
hypocritical. Granted that negotiations with 
Germany were unavoidable, the still fresh Jew- 
ish sorrow over the fate of the six million 
should have found expression in a more sub- 
dued reception of the results of the negotia- 
tions. The reparation payments would not 
thereby have become less of an aid to Israel. 
The cheering, the lavish praise, the triumphant 
jubilation were superfluous and humiliating — 
to Jews. 


But even from the standpoint of the impres- 
sion made outside Jewish circles the reception 
accorded to the reparations agreement was 
harmful. The official and unofficial deluge of 
compliments lavished on Adenauer for his con- 
sent to the agreement, gave the Germans the 
impression that they are the saviors of Israel in 
its hour of need. And yet the benefits to be 
derived from the German reparations payments 
are, at best, a matter for a prolonged future. 
Yet many people throughout the world may 
have been made to think that even though it 
was true that Nazi Germans once upon a time 
murdered Jews, present day democratic Ger- 
many rushed to Israel’s aid and the score has 
thus been evened. In view of the jubilation, 
even many Jews may have been led to think so. 
It scarcely needs to be pointed out that such 
thoughts are dangerous because they lower our 
worth in our own eyes and in the eyes of the 
world. 


What was the rush? Couldn’t our leaders have 
waited the twelve years until after the repara- 
tions have been paid and their benefits have 
become a concrete reality? Why were we in 
such a sweat tc tender our thanks, whereas the 
Germans are in no hurry at all and are happy 
to spread the reparations payments over more 
than a decade? 


For six months, while the negotiations were 
under way in Holland, Jewish attention was 
directed toward the scene of the talks. Every 
day during those six months it became evident 
once again that the Germans had suffered no 
change of heart. Tremendous efforts were re- 
quired to persuade them to make the least com- 
promise, whereas the Jewish side made much 
greater concessions. And even now, after the 
reparations agreement has been signed, it must 
still receive the approval of the parliament of 
the Bonn government. So far the only concrete 
achievement is a downpayment of twelve mil- 
lion pounds Sterling for the purchase of oil. It 
is a fact that for years to come we will be de- 
pendent on German good will in the matter of 
the reparations payments; that during these 
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years we will have to compel ourselves to have 
confidence in Germany. 


[? WILL No.DousT be argued: Everything you 

say may be true, but we had no alternative. 
It is pointless to brood on what may happen in 
future years. Meantime we had to face reality. 
Granted the logic of this argument the fact 
still remains that it was not necessary to pro- 
claim the agreement as a triumph, especially 
since it is still largely a paper promise. 


At first the Germans no doubt felt that they 
struck a good bargain. The Jewish claim for 
one and a half billion Dollars was bargained 
down to 822 million Dollars. But since Jewish 
public opinion has greeted the agreement as an 
unexpectedly pleasant surprise, the Germans 
might justly feel that they had gotten the 
worst of the deal and try to rectify their 
“error.” The great enthusiasm may thus prove 
harmful even from a practical standpoint. The 
German people still have to be heard from 
through their representatives in the Bundestag, 
and the trial baloon released a few days ago by 
some German representatives that “it was neces- 
sary to take into account the mood of the Arabs 
who support us in the UN” should not be over- 
looked. Germany will never be short of “‘just” 
arguments whenever she feels that she does not 
care to meet her obligations. One day it will 
be “the mood of the Arabs,” the next it will 
be ‘the voice of the people,” the day after that 
she will plead economic hardships — and then 
there is always the argument of the threat from 
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the East which compels Germany etc., etc., etc. 
Indeed, in East Germany the cry has already 
been raised that the Adenauer government 
“takes the bread out of the mouths of German 
war invalids and gives it to the Israel slaves of 
Wall Street imperialism.” No, the Germans 
will never be short of “arguments.” 


The experience with restitution payments to 
individuals is a sufficient indicator in this re- 
spect. Bavaria, for instance, had laws provid- 
ing restitution to victims of the Nazis. The 
subject of restitution was drenched in a deluge 
of publicly proclaimed good will. But then 
some vicious by-laws were passed which elimi- 
nated most of the genuine claimants. These by- 
laws, however, were overlooked in the general 
hue and cry surrounding the establishment of 
a restitution commission and the actual first 
down payments made to a number of claimants. * 
The idyllic “sincere desire to make good the 
wrong done” etc., etc., ended with the Auer- 


bach affair. 


This November the reparations agreement 
will be submitted to the Bundestag for approval. 
The intrigues now being woven against it may 
be defeated, and the agreement may go into 
effect. Let us be patient and await develop- 
ments. Especially now it is time to provide 
Jewish public opinion with factual news about 
Germany. Greater familiarity with the true 
state of affairs in Germany may lead to a sen- 
sible conclusion: 

Less enthusiasm, and a closer check on the 
Germans. 


Conscription of Women in Israel 


On the eve of Rosh Hashanah, Agudath Israel and Poale 
Agudath Israel, the two extreme Orthodox groups in the 
coalition government of Israel, resigned from the Cabinet. 
One of the avowed reasons for their resignation concerns 
the conscription of women for national service in Israel. 
Mizrachi and Hapoel Hamizrachi, the other Orthodox 
parties, remained in the Cabinet, thus leaving the govern- 
ment with the support of 60 members in Knesseth out 
of a total of 120. Following is a resume of the status 
of conscription of women in Israel and the government’s 
efforts to meet the demands of the Orthodox. 


HEN, IN SEPTEMBER 1949, Knesset adopted 

the Security Service Law, it was contem- 
plated that women would be included in the 
draft for national service. Aside from the de- 
sire to afford women full equality in all areas 
of Israeli life, there was the more compelling 
manpower-shortage factor. The new nation 
was faced with a three-fold task, to all parts 


of which it had to address itself simultaneously 
— restore what had been destroyed and build 
its economic self-sufficiency; build up its defen- 
sive forces and maintain them in a condition 
of readiness against the hostile Arabs who 
threatened and continue to threaten the security 
of the country; clean up the ravages of the war 
and receive and absorb into Israel’s economic 
and cultural fabric the hundreds of thousands 
of new immigrants pouring in upon it from 
all sides. Nothing short of complete mobiliza- 
tion of the country’s youth, male and female, 
could effectively answer these herculean needs. 


The law specified that mothers and pregnant 
women would be exempted entirely from Na- 
tional Service, and that married women with- 
out children would be called up for reserve 
duty only. Later, “Regulations on Women’s 
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Tasks in the Regular Service” were issued, de- 
fining their duties after the prescribed period 
of agricultural training, as including: clerical 
and other office work, administration, censor- 
ship, cultural work, welfare work, instruction, 
group leadership, dramatics, and medical and 
auxiliary services; engineering, (mechanical 
drawing) and other exact sciences; graphic, 
map-making, legal work, and _ps:chological 
testing. 

Also listed were maintenance and driving of 
vehicles of under three tons (excluding tanks 
and other armoured cars); communications 
(chiefly maintenance and operation of trans- 
mission equipment, .particularly telephone, tele- 
graph, wireless), cryptography and carrier- 
pigeons, Air Forces ground crews and Naval 
shore stations, lookout and plane-spotting sta- 
tions, supply and care of stores, canteen and 
buffet service, repair and maintenance of weap- 
ons; kitchen and dining rooms sanitation; sen- 
try duty, intelligence, Military Police, repair 
and maintenance of equipment. 

Under certain circumstances — with the 
written consent of the woman herself — she 
may be — to duties not mentioned in 
the list. 

When the Bill was introduced in the Knesset, 
the Religious Bloc raised an alarm over the pros- 
pect of the induction of women into military 
service. Although they armed themselves with 
an opinion of the Chief Rabbis against such 
service, they were unable to prove their case on 
the basis of any religious laws or command- 
ments. Their opposition was motivated on the 
ground that army life and its general atmos- 
phere are morally damaging to young women 
and that religious girls, removed from the shel- 
ter of their observant homes, might be led to 
abandon their piety. (On the first objection, 
Ben Gurion is said to have remarked that “it 


has to be demonstrated that a girl can protect- 


her honor better with a typewriter than with 
a gun.”) 

While rejecting the issue of morality as im- 
pugning the honor of the thousands of women 
who served with distinction in Israel’s armed 
forces and as insinuating that the standards of 
morality in the Army were lower than in the 
cities, the Government nevertheless agreed to 
exempt religious women from the draft, if they 
would appear before special boards and testify 
that they were sincerely religious and that such 
service would be offensive to them. 

As long as religious women were to be ex- 
empted, the Religious Bloc was satisfied to place 
no further obstacles in the way of the con- 
scription of other women. 





JEWIsH FRONTIER 


The exemption of religious women from na- 
tional service engendered a considerable amount 
of ill-feeling among non-orthodox women and 
parents who felt that they or their children were 
being discriminated against. Moreover, experi- 
ence proved that in a large number of cases, 
women who were not religious claimed and re- 
ceived exemption solely on the basis of their 
affirmation. 


In an effort to meet these problems, Ben 
Gurion, in his capacity as Defense Minister, last 
March introduced in Knesset two amendments 
to the National Service Law. The first amend- 
ment would make it obligatory for religious 
women to prove that they were religious. The 
second amendment specified that those women 
who, because of religious grounds, refused’ to 
enter the army, would be called upon for one 
of the following tasks: (a) agricultural duty in 
a religious settlement, (b) service in some area 
of National Defense wherein religious women 
would be assured the opportunity to lead re- 
ligious lives, (c) service of a social welfare na- 
ture which would include work in immigrant 
work camps, welfare and educational institu- 
tions, or in hospitals. 

In discussing these two amendments, Ben 
Gurion said that the Army Staff had pressed for 
the legislation. The potential enemies numbered 
tens of millions. The manpower shortage was 
severe and men could not be spared for duties 
that women could perform equally well. The 
era of volunteering which marked the period 
of the Haganah was ended and iron discipline 
was needed in recruiting for the forces. 

Nevertheless, Ben Gurion stressed that every 
care would be taken that the women should be 
able to maintain their religious way of life and 
those going to collective settlements would be 
permitted to select the settlements at which they 
wished to work. 

Once more the Religious Bloc raised a tur- 
moil and tried to make political capital out of 
religious sentiments. 

But. despite the opposition of the Religious 
Bloc, the two amendments passed their first 
reading in the Knesset. However, on August 
20th, 1951, the First Parliament was dissolved 
and the amendments were not brought before 
the Second Parliament for the second and third 
readings necessary to be enacted into law be- 
cause of an agreement with the Religious Bloc, 
which again joined the coalition government, 
to hold the mater in abeyance for one year. 

On February 26th, Prime Minister Ben- 
Gurion introduced the second reading of 
amendment Number One, calling for religious 
women to prove that they were religious to 


Cy m= rt t,o lm lk et 








TTER 


unt 
and 
vere 
eri- 
1SeS, 

re- 
heir 


Ben 
last 
ents 
nd- 
ious 
The 
men 
1 to 
one 
y in 
area 
men 

re- 


rant 
itu- 


Ben 

for 
ered 
was 
ities 
The 
riod 
line 


very 
1 be 


and 
they 


tur- 
t of 


10US 
first 
gust 
lved 
fore 


hird 


sloc, 
ent, 
fr. 
Ben- 
of 
riOUS 
5 to 





NOVEMBER, 1952 | 


qualify for exemption from service. On that 
date he announced that the Government was 
preparing to bring before Knesset the second 
reading of amendment Number Two calling 
for the drafting of religious women into wel- 
fare, agricultural and educational service if 
they claimed exemption from military service. 

The withdrawal of the two Aguda parties 
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from the Government, now comes as a result of 
the insistence of Ben-Gurion that the second 
amendment be presented to the Knesset. 

The Government is standing firm on its in- 
tention to bring the amendment before Knesset 
in an effort to mobilize all manpower possible 
to meet the common emergency without favor- 
ing any section of the population. 


Sociological’ Issues in Israel 


by Shlomo Riemer 


[= Is THE CLASSICAL contemporary example 

of a nascent pioneering society whose exist- 
ence as an independent social organism is meas- 
ured in decades alone. Of the 1,404,696 Jewish 
inhabitants who lived in Israel on December 
31st, 1951, no: fewer than 1,061,000, or over 
75 per cent, had been born outside its borders. 
684,275 of these, or nearly 50 per cent of the 
total Jewish population, had immigrated into 


. the country since the re-establishment of the 


Jewish State, that is to say they have lived in 
Israel less than four years. These facts have 
had a massive impact on the strength of social 
cohesion in Israel. 

Each society implants into the minds of its 
members its own particular value norms.. Where 
all the members of a given society were nurtured 
in the same society, the operative behavior norms 
in their minds are more or less identical, or, as 
far as different social strata are concerned, com- 
plementary. The resulting value integration 
makes for understanding, trust and harmony in 
the dealings between its members. Willing con- 
sent as a form of social control, and organic 
social cohesion are at a maximum. 

While it may be argued that all human so 
ciety has at its base similar fundamental moral 
values, it cannot be denied that the actual, con- 
crete, socially sanctioned behavior norms em- 
anating from them vary enormously as between 
different societies both in space as well as in 
time. Accordingly the normative concepts of 
what is right and wrong or good and bad, which 
different societies introject into the minds of 
their members are widely divergent. 

Israel is the case of a society whose members 
have been recruited literally from all the ends 
of the inhabited globe, from societies representa- 
tive of divergent human cultures at different 
stages of social evolution. There is therefore a 


conspicuous lack of unity among the normative — 


values which these people have brought with 
them to their new homeland. The resulting 
faulty integration gives rise to attitudes of 


strong in-group feeling and of corresponding 

suspicion and mistrust, directed at ethnical ‘‘out- 

siders.” Overt behavior in public places tends 

to be harsh and full of callous, social disregard. 

Society becomes steeped in an atmosphere of 
constant social’ tension and of latent conflict. 

Consent as an agency of social control sinks to 
a minimum and has to be replaced by the co- 

ercive instruments of State power, the army, 

police, judiciary, etc., which gain in prominence 

not only as social defences but as daily regula- 

tive organs. 

The incidence of this faulty value integration 
is by no means distributed uniformly through- 
out the country. There are residential districts, 
Rehavia in Jerusalem, for instance, which com- 
pare favorably with English suburbia. Nahariya 
on the northern coast is famed for its congenial 
atmosphere of an old German Spa. Yet to pre- 
serve that atmosphere, and with it its holiday 
appeal to certain sections of the Haifa and Tel- 
Aviv public, it is trying hard to insulate itself 
socially against the huge ma’abara sprawling 
right up against its back-door. Even in a nation- 
wide organization like the Histadrut, one of 
the great power hierarchies in the country, 
things generally run smoothly because there the 
Russian-Polish workers’ “aristocracy” still pre- 
dominates in the key posts and sets the general 
tone and pace by its peculiar mentality. Finally, 
kibbutzim must be singled out for mention as 
catalysts of social integration by virtue of their 
ideology and mode of living. Different ethnical 
groups are socially fused in a surprisingly short 
period of time. 

But apart from the communes and away from 
the population and power centers of the old 
Yishuv the picture changes abruptly. Tel-Aviv 
in this respect perhaps epitomizes the whole 
country. Here the Yemenite from the burning 
desert of Arabia lives next door to the taxi driver 
from a central European metropolis, and the 
products of North-African Ghettoes rub shoul- 
ders with the graduates of Anglo-Saxon Uni- 
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versities. The range of colors of skin is matched 
by the babel of tongues and vernaculars which 
in turn is indicative of different cultures, modes 
of living and value norms. The Central Bus 
Station at Tel-Aviv is a seething human volcano 
of wails, shrieks and shouted commands. 


However, the ideal model of social estrange- 
ment in urban surroundings is provided by the 
Arab-abandoned and now Jewish immigrant 
towns such as Jaffa, Lydda, Ramleh, Beersheba. 
Lydda, for instance, formerly a small Arab town 
22 km. southeast of Tel-Aviv, was inhabited 
by some 18,000 Arabs. Of the present popula- 
tion of close to 14,000, only about 1,000 Arabs 
have been left. The rest are Jews, all of them 
new immigrants, 54 per cent from countries of 
Eastern Europe (Ashkenazim) and the rest 
Sephardim (16 per cent from Bulgaria, 16 per 
cent from North Africa, 12 per cent from 
Turkey and the rest from other odd corners of 
the world). Owing to language difficulties there 
is little if any non-economic social interest or 
contact between the Ashkenazim and the Se- 
phardim. While the common tongue of the 
former 1s Yiddish, the vernacular of the latter 
is Ladino or Arabic. WIZO (Women Interna- 
tional Zionist Organization) has established a 
community center in the town which carries 
out an ambitious program of social, educational, 
vocational and welfare activities among its in- 
habitants. Of the 500 women enrolled at the 
Center practically none hail from the East Euro- 
pean countries although they represent more 
than half of the local Jewish population. 


A great deal of faith is placed by some in 
the army as an agency of social integration. It 
would be well-nigh impossible to verify this 
claim by objective statistical measurements. 
Two positive circumstances stand out however: 
the army gets hold of all new immigrant youth 
up to the age of 29 for a period of two years 
(18 months for those above 26) ; whatever in- 
fluence it does exercise is therefore diffused 
equally among all newcomers. Secondly, the 
army teaches the immigrant at least rudimentary 
Hebrew which is a natural prerequisite for his 
social integration in post-army life. As against 
this must be put the fact that just as the utterly 
volunary character of life in the kibbutz makes 
it such an ideal social integrator, so the essentially 
compulsory nature of the army with its en- 
forced community living mitigates against its 
effectiveness as social catalyst. While the army 
is no doubt very successful in teaching the tech- 
nologically backward oriental youngster the use 
of complicated machinery, it probably makes 
little if any positive impact on those deeper re- 
cesses of his mind where his value norms are 





_JEWIsH FRONTIER 


embedded. This vital distinction between- ma- 
chines and morals, means and ends, civilization 
and culture, is absolutely decisive to our arialysis. 


SINCE THE OUTBREAK of World War II, some 

450,000 Jews have immigrated into Israel 
from the continent of Europe, the great ma- 
jority of them after 1945. These are poor, 
wretched, scattered remnants of the once 
mighty and prosperous European Jewry. Most 
of. them spent the war in the hell of Hitler’s 
Europe experiencing on their bodies the abomi- 
nations of Nazi Labor, Concentration and An- 
nihilation Camps, or living an underground 
existence of disguise in constant terror of dis- 
covery, often without adequate means of liveli- 
hood. The sum of deprivations and sheer sub- 
jective suffering which these people went 
through probably exceeds in magnitude and in- 
tensity that of any comparable group of human 
beings during the recent war. It has been said 
that suffering ennobles. This is not quite true. 
Suffering, if exceeding given limits of intensity 
and duration, particularly when it is felt to be 


unjustly imposed, may be likened to a fire that | 


either hardens a man’s moral fibre or else de- 
stroys it altogether. It is the majority who suc- 
cumb and only the chosen few who come out 
of the ordeal strengthened. Those whose moral 
stature was impaired or broken by the impact 
of suffering openly exhibit the scars of their 
experience in their behavior. As harrowed fugi- 
tives in Hitler’s Europe, law to them had meant 
death; survival therefore became a function of 
the ability to circumvent the law. This maxim 
may have crystallized into a fixed mental atti- 
tude towards all law irrespective of who decreed 
it and where it is practiced. But law in a civi- 
lized community prescribes the minimum con- 
ditions on which men can live peacably together 
in society. In the absence of law—the limita- 
tion of individual. freedoms in the greater in- 
terest of social freedom—the foundations of 
society would crumble. . 

Or again, the barbarous treatment meted out 
by the Nazis to innocent Jews may have shat- 
tered the latter’s belief in humanity and their 
erstwhile moral values and left them bitter, hard, 
self-centered men, full of rancor towards their 
fate and mistrust towards their fellow men. 

It must be stressed that these reactions towards 
past suffering are neither necessary nor univer- 
sal, but factors that cannot be left out of ac- 
count in enumerating the forces at work in 
Israel which tend to weaken consent as a force 
of effective social control. - 


For NEaRLY 2,000 years the Jews have lived 
a strange abnormal existence, always an alien 
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body, often despised pariahs and social outcasts, 
on the fringes of Gentile society. This experi- 
ence has left its indelible marks on the Jew phy- 
sically and psychologically. Physically it is re- 
sponsible for the familiar Ghetto physiognomy. 
Psychologically it has afflicted him with a pecu- 
liar habit of social non-identification or 
estrangement from the wider social environ- 
ment in whose midst he was living. The great 
French sociologist, Emile Durkheim, coined in 
a different context a special phrase for this state 
of mind: he called it anomie, and it is perhaps 
no accident that E. Durkheim was an assimilated 
Jew, the son of an Alsatian rabbi. 

The Jew of the Galut has generally not iden- 
tified himself emotionally with those around 
him. His attitude is characteristic of an ex- 
clusive clan morality in contradistinction to in- 
clusive social morality. The social consciousness 
of the Galut Jew was centered mainly around 
his immediate family circle. This accounts both 
for the intimacy of Jewish family life so charac- 
teristic of the Diaspora, and also for a certain 
lack of deep feeling a priori towards wider social 
environs. 

The incidence of anomie is of course not 
spread equally over all countries of the Disper- 
sion at all periods of time. Rather, it may be 
said by way of generalization, does it tend to 
vary in inverse proportion to the measure of 
recognition and acceptance as an equal accorded 
to the Jew in every country. It is perhaps most 
conspicuous in the modern world among the 
Jews of Turkey who to this day speak Ladino, 
a kind of Sephardic Yiddish which their fore- 
fathers had brought with them from Spain some 
450 years ago. The present generation of Jew- 
ish children is the first to learn Turkish at school 
thanks to Ataturk’s educational reforms. The 
Jewish community of Turkey, or what is left 
of it today, is a completely alien element in 
Turkish national life, and it would appear that 
the Moslem religion, as in the Arab world, re- 
mains an effective insurmountable barrier to 
mutual cultural and social rapproachment. At 
the other extreme, anomie is at a minimum 
among the Jewish communities of the Anglo- 
Saxon countries whose culture, ways of life and 
even national aspirations have been accepted 
by the Jews in such a great measure. History 
is not even lacking in examples (in Germany 
at the turn of the century) of Jews who tried 
to out-do their Gentile fellow-citizens in patri- 
otic fervor. But usually healthier national senti- 
ments prevail. In Europe before the advent of 
Hitler, and excluding the Soviet Union, it may 
be a true approximation to say that the state 
of anomie increased as one moved from West 
to East across the continent. It certainly was 
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very strong among the teeming millions of 
Poland who had succeeded in building up a spe- 
cifically Jewish culture on Europe’s eastern 
plains and whose fellow-feeling with the Polish 
peasants was of a very tenuous nature. 


Such is the social background of the people 
who are the raw material from which Israeli 
society is built. National rejuvenation becomes 
a function of our ability to overcome the physi- 
cal and psychological handicap which our past 
national homelessness has inflicted upon us. It 
is easy enough to eliminate the physiological 
traits. There is nothing like plenty of fresh air 
and hard physical toil to straighten bent backs 
and to infuse new strength into underdeveloped 
limbs. But to straighten out distorted minds is 
a more difficult and subtle process. To make 
people, with different upbringings, experience 
and tradition, identify themselves with their so- 
ciety and State requires much more time and 
relentless effort. The aim is to induce the Galut 
Jew of yesterday to discard his anomic men- 
tality like an old skin and to embrace his society 
emotionally as his own and to think of it in 
terms of the pronoun “‘we” instead of the hither- 
to accepted pronoun “they.” 


It would seem that we have yet a long way 
to go in infusing into the minds of all the 
people an adequate sense of civic duty and re- 
sponsibility towards their own society. 

d 

WE Have so Far dealt with those issues arising 

from the multifarious cultural background 
of Israel’s predominantly immigrant population. 
One basic feature underlies these issues: they 
were imported from abroad; they are the re- 
sults of experience and circumstance from be- 
yond Israel’s borders. The question arises: what 
about the Sabras, the native born Israelis? Being 
born and bred in the country one would assume 
that they have a more or less homogeneous cul- 
tural background; not having lived in the Dias- 
pora, they are immune to the traits of Galut 
Jewry. On which side of our sociological bal- 
ance-sheet do we have to enter them? Are they 
instrumental in strengthening or weakening 
organic social cohesion in the Israeli society? 


At the end of 1951 there were 344,000 native 
born Israelis in the country, or 25 per cent of 
the entire population. About 100,000 of these 
were above the age of 15. These figures do not 
include the considerable number of people who 
had come to Israel as young children, were edu- 
cated there and are to all intents and purposes 
Sabras. From our sociological vantage point the’ 
Sabras cannot be regarded as an unmixed bless- 
ing, though for reasons other than those enu- 
merated above. 
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For those who believe in Jung’s archetypes 
and the collective unconscious, there exists at 
least the possibility that anomie has become an 
inherited trait of Jewish mentality, and that 
the native born Sabras are equally burdened with 
the heritage of 2,000 years Diaspora existence 
of their forefathers. 


Whether we accept or reject the possibility 
of direct biological heritage, there is no denying 
the powerful mechanism of psychological heri- 
tage which is handed down from parents to their 
children. 


The prevailing moral standards of society are 
introjected into the minds of all its newly born 
members. The principal social agents to per- 
form this invisible operation of moral control 
are parental love and parental authority. The 
moral values which the child receives are there- 
fore in the first instance the values of their 
parents and not necessarily those of society, the 
implicit assumption being that the parents 
themselves were reared in the same society so 
that their moral standards are representative, 
by and large, of those prevailing in society. This 
fundamental assumption does not hold true in 
an immigrant society like Israel. What the par- 
ents succeed to introject into the minds of young 
Sabras is their Galut mentality containing values 
which may have stood them in good stead in the 
Ukraine or even in Yemen, but which are com- 
pletely at loggerheads with the reality of the 
new Jewish society. This may become a fertile 
cause of social maladjustment and conflict. But 
in reality something else happens. The young 
native generation sense that their parents’ moral 
values are “old-fashioned,” ““outmoded” and un- 
suited to Israeli society. Being products of that 
society they revolt against the moral authority 
of their parens and reject its tenets out of hand. 
But in the absence of parental authority there 
is no equivalent social agency which can accom- 
plish the vital task of moral value introjection. 
The nearest substitutes would be Madrichim in 
youth movements, teachers at school and even 
fellow classmates, and these are very poor sub- 
stitutes indeed. The result is that the first gen- 
eration of native Israeli children tend to grow 
up in a moral vacuum. This really is not sur- 
prising; it could hardly be otherwise. 


Frequently the heroism and spirit of self- 
sacrifice displayed by the Sabras in the recent 
war are cited as examples of their moral stature. 
But there must be no confusing cause and effect. 
No one can dispute their courage and heroism 
in battle, even against hopeless odds. But this 
did not always stem from moral conviction as 
from the fervent nationalism with which they 
had been imbued, and in some measure was due 
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to the contempt the average Sabra had for the 
Arabs that attacked them, the Arabs they knew 
for their squalor and vice. 

It may be concluded that the first native born 
generation of Israelis (in common with the ex- 
perience of other immigrant societies such as 
America: where the problem has been exhaus- 
tively studied) is lacking in moral values as 
backbone to personality and guides to social 
conduct. 

Every society creates a network of social in- 
stitutions to match the moral standards of be- 
havior introjected into its members’ minds. All 
old, well-integrated societies create a luxuriant 
growth of socially sanctioned patterns of an 
informally binding nature such as customs, con- 
ventions, etiquette, mannerisms, etc. These per- 
vade and regulate the entire realm of social life 
down to the smallest detail. They are signposts 
mapping out safe pathways through the per- 
plexing jungle of social existence. They are no 
more felt to be limitations and restrictions on 
human behavior than a well-tailored suit is to 
the conventional movements.of the human body. 
They minimize the potential areas of friction 
and discord. They are indispensable aids to cul- 
tured living. 

Israel as a pioneer society has not had time 
yet to evolve these social signposts; it has not 
been able yet seriously to get down to the task 
of polishing off its rough edges, to acquire those 


social graces that adorn older and maturer | 


societies. 

Most modern highly developed capitalist 
countries of Europe evolved from a simple 
feudal base. This has distinct serious shortcom- 
ings. But feudal society was a society in which 
everybody’s place was clearly delimited by status 
and people were held together by strong bonds 
of immemorial custom. . In contradistinction 
these is the atomized capitalist society with its 
cash nexus and hedonistic philosophy, based. on 
acquisition, propelled by competition and torn 
by conflicting economic interests which are not 
contained a priori in a strong enveloping shell. 
The historical background of a past feudal so- 
ciety becomes in these circumstances a massive 
advantage in the preservation of social cohesion. 
The Israeli society has no such historical roots. 
Conceived largely out of the intellectual ferment 
of nineteenth century European liberalism, it 
was telescoped into twentieth century advanced 
capitalism without the background of a feudal 
past. That accounts largely for the fact why 
purely economic or class organizations like the 
Histadrut occupy such a powerful position vis- 
a-vis the State, for in the absence of past organic 
bonds the organizational alignment of in- 
dividuals is in terms of economic interest alone. 
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The New Regime in Egypt 


by J. Goshen 


WO MONTHS HAVE PASSED since Mohammed 

Nagib carried off his military coup and 
ousted King Farouk. That the new regime of the 
military dictator has not yet achieved stability 
is shown by the riots at Kafr-al-Dawar, the res- 
ignation of Aly Maher and the subsequent ac- 
cession of Nagib to the Premiership to the 
accompaniment of a wave of arrests., Any at- 
tempt at analyzing developments in Egypt and 
at drawing conclusions as to the significance of 
the latest events and the trend of the new re- 
gime, must therefore be made with extreme 
caution. 

Present-day events in Egypt are difficult to 
understand without a knowledge of the develop- 
ments within the ranks of the Egyptian Army 
during the past few years—a factor which to 
this day decisively influences events in Egypt. 
The beginning of the ferment among Egyptian 
army officers which finally caused the recent 
coup goes back to 1942. Since that time, a num- 
ber of officers have been showing political alert- 
ness beyond the limited confines of the army. 
But it was the Egyptian invasion of Palestine in 
1948 that lent this dissatisfaction the dimensions 
which caused its part in the present coup. The 
well-known story of the faulty weapons and the 
rampant frauds in the army not merely intensi- 
fied the ferment but, what is perhaps more 
important, taught the officers a significant les- 
son from which they were not to be diverted. 
Under pressure of the army officers the authori- 
ties were compelled to open an investigation 
against those accused of fraud and even to place 
them on trial. The fact that the investigation 
was interrupted at a later stage and attempts 
to confuse the issue were successful is not really 
important. The significant result was that the 
officers were brought to realize that their action 
had led to the opening of the investigation. The 


realization that the officers were capable of in- , 


fluencing affairs of state gave added courage to 
those of the Egyptian officer class who were 
striving for far-reaching reforms of the entire 
army structure. 

The movement which carried off the military 
coup was not brought into being by a desire to 
effect political or social changes. It was mainly 
motivated by military affairs. The officers were 
pained by the situation in the army, its low effi- 
ciency and the slender prospects for its strength- 
ening. Only insofar as the improvement of army 


affairs necessitated intervention in the general 
affairs of the State did the officers enter into this 
field, too. Only after it had become clear to . 
Mohammed Nagib that there was no possibility 
of effecting changes by peaceful means (i.e., by 
his appointment to the Ministry of War) did he 
decide to take matters into his own hands. The 
non-political character of the army movement is 
also borne out by the fact that the officers asso- 
ciated with Nagib belong to various political 
trends, ranging from the Moslem Brotherhood 
and the Wafd Youth to advocates of leftist ideas 
close to Communism. 


[NsPIRED BY THE DESIRE of the officers to intro- 

duce reforms within the army, the movement 
was brought face to face with the political and 
social reality of Egypt only after the coup. In 
order to establish their rule and achieve ‘their 
aspirations within the army, the leaders of the 
coup were compelled to seek allies in the civilian 
camp. This, in fact, is even now one major 
problem of the ruling officers. Nagib has not 
based his rule on cooperation with one political 
party or a coalition of political parties. The 
leadership of the Egyptian parties is almost en- 
tirely drawn from the same social class—the 
landowners and industrialists—who could not 
be sympathetic to the coup or to its purpose, 
despite the lip service they paid Nagib. Most of, 
these party leaders are generally known to be 
corrupt and involved in all manner of fraudulent 
dealings. 


Consequently Nagib found it necessary to set 
up a government of independents, headed by Aly 
Maher, who was acceptable to Nagib because he 
was known to be honest, and was also acceptable 
to the public. Aly Maher has long advocated 
the need for reforms in the social life of Egypt. 
However, he is at the same time, the representa- 
tive of economic and financial circles. His 
readiness to work with the leaders of the army 
may have been due to his desire to safeguard, as 
far as possible, the property and position of the 
groups he represents, He therefore endeavored 
to slow down the tempo of the reform movement 
and even tried to block or amend the army pro- 
posals for limiting land holdings to 200 acres. 
Once it became clear that the army was not in- 
clined to compromise, Aly Maher saw no alter- 
native but to resign. 
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Summing up internal developments in Egypt, 
one may say that the ferment in the Egyptian 
army provided the momentum which led to the 
coup effected by Nagib. This momentum was 
first concentrated on army matters alone, but 
after the successful coup it spread to the gen- 
eral public sphere on account of the need to es- 
tablish the regime firmly and to ensure the suc- 
cess of its original aims. The question now is 
where and when this momentum may be halted. 
Its greatest achievement, so far, has been the de- 
thronement of King Farouk. 


However, the implementation of the desired 
reforms has encountered difficulties. The Egypt- 
ian parties were incapable of aiding Nagib, 
whilst the “independents,” with Aly Maher at 
their head, endeavor to halt the movement. The 
leaders of the various parties (who, as we have 
pointed out, all belong to the same social class) 
and the “independents” attempted to sabotage 
the proposed reforms because of their apprehen- 
sion that once implemented, the reforms would 
severely impair their social and political posi- 
tions. It may be assumed that even after the 
latest arrests and the required “purge” of the 
Egyptian parties, the implementation of the re- 
forms will be no easy job. The Pashas who for 
many generations past have exercised unlimited 
power in Egypt will doubtless do all they can to 
prevent their being ousted economically, socially 
and politically. 


‘THE LATEST DEVELOPMENTS in Egypt have re- 

sulted in a decisive regrouping in Egyptian 
party life. It may be expected that the existing 
parties will disappear from the political scene 
to be supplanted by parties new in essence if not 
in name. This finale to the traditional Egypt- 
ian parties is inherent in their history. Since the 
end of the First World War, the Egyptian par- 
ties have invested all their energy in the national 
struggle against Great Britain. The slogans: 
“Evacuation of British forces from Egyptian 
soil,” and “unity of Egypt and the Sudan under 
the Egyptian crown,” were shared by all of 
them. Though one party may have been more 
extreme and another less so, there was no essen- 
tial difference between them. Another com- 
mon aspect was that all the parties were as one 
in paying no attention to social problems, which 
are the festering sore on the body of Egypt. 
Prior to elections, all the parties naturally made 
solemn declarations on the need to raise the 
standard of living of the masses and promised to 
improve the conditions of the peasants and the 
workers. But nothing was ever done to trans- 
late these fine declarations into deeds. The rep- 





JEwisH FRONTIER 


resntatives of the ruling classes heading the vet- 
eran political parties exploited the national fel- 
ings of the population to maintain the existing 
regime unchanged. Even the signing of the 
Anglo-Egyptian Treaty of 1936 did nothing to 
change this situation. The treaty was certainly 
a sizable step toward the achievement of the 
purely political strivings of Egypt. It assured 
the sovereignty of Egypt in most spheres and 
certainly in the internal life of the country. Yet 
no signs of change were apparent in Egyptian 
party life. Even after 1936, the parties paie .0 
attention to the social problems of the country. 
It was not by accident that precisely in 1951, 
when the social ferment in the country gained 
ground, the Wafd Government adopted a most 
extreme line towards Britain, to the point of de- 
manding the abrogation of the Treaty of 1936, 
There were some comparatively progressive ele- 
ments in the Wafd Party, but they were not 
strong enough to effect any change. The policy 
of that party has always been determined by con- 
servative forces, representing the existing order. 


It is therefore not surprising that Nagib found 
the Egyptian parties—particularly the parlia- 
mentary parties like the Wafd, Saad, the Liber- 
als, the Wafd Bloc and the National Party— 
unprepared and unable to play their part in the 
new regime. Several of the parties began to 
gather centers of opposition to the new regime, 
particularly to its social reform tendencies. The 
clash between the Nagib regime and the old par- 
ties was unavoidable. 


The “Moslem Brotherhood” movement was 
an exception to the rule. This fanatically relig- 
ious movement had never participated in gov- 
ernment or been represented in Parliament. It 
devoted itself to ramified social activity (clinics, 
evening courses, sports, etc.) and its leaders 
came from the lower strata. It is well known 
that several officers close to Nagib are extremely 
friendly to this movement. The “Brotherhood” 
may therefore be destined to play a part in the 
development of affairs for, despite the fact that 
it has not come out for Nagib publicly and is 
apprehensive of participation in government, it 
is Nagib’s sole support among the civilian pub- 
lic. Yet even the Moslem Brotherhood may not 
be able to hold its ground’ under the new regime. 
The Order is essentially secular and the reform 
movement must ultimately strike at the source 
from which the Brotherhood draws its strength: 
the backwardness of the Egyptian village. This 
movement may therefore also vanish from the 
political stage after it has served the new regime 
in its initial stages of development. 
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[N THE WESTERN coUNTRIF’, the news of the 

coup in Egypt was met ~,.th hope of increased 
prospects of settlir., the problem of Egypt’s 
place in the defence of the Middle East. To the 
West, Nazib has several advantages. The new re- 
git is determined to work toward the strength- 


“ening of the Egyptian army and the implemen- 


tation of social reforms. In effect, this means 
the purchase of arms and equipment and of 
agricultural machinery, the improvement of the 
civil service and the raising of educational stand- 
ards. All these necessitate military and eco- 
nomic aid, for which Nagib will be compelled 
to turn to the West. The military regime does 
not depend on the nationalist public opinion to 
the same degree that the party leaders were sub- 
ject to the extremist mob. Hence the feeling 
that Nagib will be able to cooperate with the 
West in its plans for the defence of the Middle 
East. Nagib has indeed stated on several occa- 
sions that he is interested in buying arms from 
Britain, or the United States, or any other demo- 
cratic country (with the added threat that if 
these would not “come across” he would not 
hesitate to turn to another source). Western 
hopes thus have some basis in fact. It is indeed 
unthinkable that Nagib can do something con- 
crete without outside aid. 

Several conclusions may be drawn as to the 
general significance of recent events in Egypt. 

The most significant act, as we have already 
pointed out, has beer the removal of Farouk— 
a King who symbolized the corruption, graft 
and backwardness in Egypt. So far there is no 
reason to consider the coup as removal of one 
corrupt class merely to supplant it with a sec- 
ond, no less corrupt, class. The officers who 
have had personal experience with the corrup- 
tion which was characteristic of the rule of Fa- 
rouk, are certainly imbued with a sincere desire 
to carry out thoroughgoing reforms. In their 
striving to reform the situation in the army, 
they have come to recognize that work within 
a vacuum is impossible and that improvement 
of the army requires the most comprehensive 
changes in the social and political life of Egypt. 

One may assume that Nagib’s main efforts as 
Prime Minister will be directed to finding loval 
allies among the civilian public. This was also 
his mutive in the dissolution of the parties in 
their present form. How will the new regime 
deal with the parliamentary structure of the 
countrv? What parties will be permitted to run 
in the elections which, it is rumored, are to be 
held in February 1953? What will be the atti- 
tude of the new regime toward the Arab League 
on the one hand, and towards Pan-Islamism with 
which part of the alert Egyptian public is im- 
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bued, on the other? The reply to these questions 
will be forthcoming gradually as the new rulers 
come to feel that they are firmly in the saddle. 


It would be wrong to generalize and compare 


the military regime in Egypt with the dictator- 
ship in Syria, or the military dictatorships in 
South America. Nor can one say» without res- 
ervation, that we are confronted with the rise 
of industrial circles pushing aside the Eastern 
feudal order. Conditions in Egypt are excep- 
tional and one must therefore beware of gener- 
alizations. It is evident that in their endeavors 
to introduce changes in the structure of Egypt- 
ian sociey the army leaders may encounter forces 
in the civilian camp advocating the same aims. 
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This development«.": likely to strengthen the 
hands of those industit.! circles which are inter- 
ested in the modernization oi “he Egyptian econ- 
omy. . ba 

But the difficulties with which the néw regime 
is faced cannot undo the important and major 
lessons of the coup; it has shown that the strug- 
gle to change present conditions in Egypt is not 
bereft of prospects for success. The success of 
the coup must in the end bring to the fore new 
forces and effect a thorough regrouping in the 
political and social life of Egypt. The Arab 
East as a whole and Egypt in particular have 
entered into a period of great and significant 
changes. 


The Curse of Disunity 


by C. Bezalel Sherman 


iow AMERICAN JEWISH CoMMITTEE and the 
Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith have 
made good their threat to withdraw from the 
National Community Relations Advisory Coun- 
cil. For the third time in a generation a hopeful 
attempt to bring about Jewish unity of action 
based on ideological diversity and organizational 
pluralism has thus been wrecked on the rock of 
vested interests. 

Prior to the withdrawal of the above two 
organizations the NCRAC consisted of the 
American Jewish Congress, the Jewish Labor 
Committee, the Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations, the Jewish War Veterans, and 
community relations councils, in addition to the 
Committee and ADL. It was organized for the 
purpose of coordinating the work of the defense 
agencies and setting policy in the field of Jewish 
community relatioris. The NCRAC has never 
deviated from the line originally laid down that 
it was an advisory body. Professor Mclver’s 
recommendation that it also be vested with au- 
thority to act as a functional agency in certain 
cases was discarded almost as soon as it was made. 

The work of the NCRAC has aroused-a good 
deal of dissatisfaction in recent years. Increas- 
ing doubt has been expressed as to the necessity, 
worthwhileness, and effectiveness of the defense 
activities on which the Jewish community has 
spent between fifty and seventy-five million 
dollars during the past fifteen years. There has 
also been a feeling of dismay at the inability of 
the NCRAC—due to the right of veto each of 
the four national community relations agencies 
enjoyed—to perform its tasks even ia the nar- 
row sphere assigned to it. When the demand for 


stocktaking was no longer to be denied, the 


member agencies of NCRAC had no choice but | 


to subject themselves to a thorough investiga- 
tion by an impartial observer. The Committee 
and the ADL agreed with the other agencies that 
Dr. Robert M. McIver of Columbia University 
was the man to carry out the investigation. And 
although neither the Committee nor the ADL 
gave the slightest indication that they were not 
pleased with the scope of his study or the meth- 
ods he employed in the year that he had worked 
on his assignment, their withdrawal from the 
NCRAC is nevertheless a direct outgrowth of 
the McIver Report which sharply posed the 
question: What price Jewish community rela- 
tions? Unable to answer the question to the 
satisfaction of the Jewish community, the two 
agencies set out to discredit the Report by dis- 
torting its findings and misrepresenting its rec- 
ommendations. They could not, however, chal- 
lenge the charge that there was duplication and 
overlapping in the work of the defense agencies. 
They have admitted as much in the release to the 
press explaining their withdrawal. The Com- 
mittee stated “that there has been no charge of 
duplication, waste, or lack of coordination raised 
by the MaclIver Report, or in subsequent dis- 
cussions, which . . . [it] has not been willing 
to examine, weigh, and resolve through satisfac- 
tory adjustment.” Satisfactory to whom? To 
no one but the two seceding agencies, as will be 
shown below. 

There is no need to go into the details of Dr. 
Maclver’s recommendations at this point. I 
have discussed them at length in a previous is- 
sue of Jewish Frontier. It should be pointed 
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out, however, that only a faint echo of these 
recommendations was heard at Atlantic City. 
What the last meeting of the NCRAC had be- 
fore it was a watered down version of the report 
its Committee on Evaluative Studies submitted 
to the previous plenary session of the NCRAC, 
held in December 1952; and that report was 
only in part based on the Maclver proposals. The 
September session promptly proceeded to pour 
more water into the modified suggestions of the 
Committee on Evaluative Studies, a body orig- 
inally set up for the purpose of evolving a plan 
to implement the basic proposals Dr. MaclIver 
made. What. was finally approved by a vote of 
54 to 17 with six abstentions was, in the charac- 
terization of Dr. Israel Goldstein, a compromise 
upon a compromise upon a compromise. The 
adopted resolutions went a long way toward 
appeasing the two recalcitrant organizations. 
Instead of assigning jurisdiction over specific 
functions to individual agencies, as previously 
suggested by the Committee on Evaluative Stud- 
ies, the Atlantic City resolution merely recog- 
nized the primacy of certain agencies in certain 
areas, without eliminating other agencies from 
those areas. It limited the proposed reforms to 
the year 1954, leaving it to subsequent meetings 
to decide on their continuance. The proposal 
for joint fund raising was postponed indefinitely. 
True, the resolution still called for the introduc- 
tion of a measure of central planning in com- 
munity relations and for majority, rather than 
unanimous, vote on decisions of the NCRAC; 
but it also provided that “the right of action of 
the Plenum, as well as the rights of action and 
dissent of any member agency, as they have here- 
tofore existed, shall remain inviolate.” The 
MaclIver proposals were whittled down to the 
barest minimum, but this minimum was still 
too much for the American Jewish Committee 
and the ADL. They were not looking for a rea- 
son to stay in the NCRAC; they were looking 


for an excuse to pull out. 


JAAN Examination of the counter-proposals the 

two agencies brought with them to Atlantic 
City will remove all doubt as to their determina- 
tion to bolt the NCRAC at all cost. Under 
these proposals there would be set up “joint op- 
erating committees composed of representatives 
of those agencies conducting programs” in the 
six areas in which Prof. MacIver found duplic- 
tion, namely: intercultural education, interre- 
ligious activities, labor, veterans, civil rights, and 
investigation of antisemitism. The purpose of 
these committees would be “‘to establish a sound 
basis for joint program planning of day-to-day 
operations.” It does not require much scrutiny 
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to discover that this plan would produce the fol- 
lowing results: 

1) Instead of turning over the specialized areas 
to specialized agencies to wit: labor to the Jewish 
Labor Committee, Veterans to the Jewish War Vet- 
erans, interfaith to the synagogue group, etc.—the 
Committee and the ADL would receive a mandate 
to proceed with their own. activities in these areas 


and carry on their duplicating work with the bless- 
ing of the NCRAC. 


2) While the two agencies would be recognized 
on all committees, the other agencies would each be 
represented on only one of the committees. The 
two agencies would thus have their fingers in every 
pie and be assured a majority on all committees. In 
addition, they would have a completely free hand in 
the vast field not covered by the above six commit- 
tees. : 


3) The local community councils and commu- 
nity relations councils would be excluded from the 
operations of the six committees. 


4) The Committee and the ADL would have the 
right to branch out into new fields, while the other 
agencies would remain frozen in their prese . posi- 
tions. 


5) The NCRAC would not be represented on the 
committees and would have no authority to pass on 
their work even in cases of disagreement among the 
representatives of the agencies. 

With the operating committees so onesidedly 
constructed, and their jurisdiction so rigidly cir- 
cumscribed, the Committee and the ADL were 
still not content to let them arrive at decisions 
by majority vote. Since the two agencies could 
not possibly have expected their counter-pro- 
posals to be accepted, the conclusion is inesca- 
pable that they came to Atlantic City resolved 
to terminate an association which to them had 
become untenable. They simply wanted to re- 
lieve themselves of the moral responsibility which 
a grumbling participation in the loosest kind of 
a central body imposed upon them. Once more 
they have demonstrated their unwillingness to 
cooperate with other agencies on the American 
Jewish scene on the basis of equality. 

) 
‘THE CHARGE THAT THE DECISIONS at Atlantic 
_ City would make of the NCRAC a “unitary” 
and “authoritarian” body with a totalitarian po- 
tential is without substance. Interestingly 
enough, however, it was the Committee itself 
that urged, not so long ago, the establishment of 
a new central body to take over ALL defense ac- 
tivities and handle aLt sums contributed by the 
Jewish community for defense purposes. 


This proposal was originally made by Maurice 
Wertheim of the American Jewish Committee, 
Louis Lipsky of the American Jewish Congress, 
and Philip Haberman of the Anti-Defamation 
League. The last two could not obtain the ap- 
proval of their organizations, but the Committee 
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accepted the proposal on June 5, 1940. Re- 

ing the acceptance in a public statement 
issued on December 22nd of the same year, the 
Committee declared that it approved the Wer- 
theim plan because: 

It promised to bring about real coordination of 
defense work. 

It did not suppress the differences in basic phil- 
osophy or compel any individual to support a point 
of view to which he is intrinsically opposed. 

It made possible the enlistment of the ablest lead- 
ership of the country without regard to organiza- 
tional loyalties, prejudices and legitimate strivings 
for group prestige. 

It made possible the raising of comparatively ade- 
quate funds for defense purposes which could not 
under any circumstances be diverted to activities, 
however laudable, outside of the defense field. 

The statement added: 

The American Jewish Committee believes that the 
problem of defense against anti-Semitism in the 
United States is one of sufficient urgency and im- 
portance to call for such a merging of the forces of 
the Jewish Community. 

We recognize that in this proposal to give up the 
defense activities, sacrifices will have to be made by 
all of the four organizations. On our part it will 
mean the relinquishment of what has grown into the 
largest part of our activities to a new organization 
independent of us, as of any other existing agency. 
Similar sacrifices will have to be made by all organi- 
zations, but the interests of the Jews of the country 
demand that these sacrifices be made generously and 
wholeheartedly. 

We have quoted the statement in full in order 
to show that the Committee had not “steadfastly 
been rejecting,” as it now maintains, the setting 
up of one operating agency in the field of com- 
munity relations. It is a matter of historical 
record that it had not always viewed the efforts 
to establish a representative Jewish community 
organization in the United States as a plot on the 
part of “forces . . . which continue to be in- 
trigued by the image of the Kehilla, such as 
existed in Eastern Europe to repress religious 
and cultural diversity among Jews.” But we 
are not here concerned with the consistency of 
the present leaders of the Committee or their at- 
tempt to rewrite the history of their own organ- 
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ization. We do agree with them, and with the 
ADL, that joint planning in community rela- 
tions is a step in the direction of a democratic 
Jewish community; and it is precisely for this 
reason that we see in the fight between these 
agencies and the NCRAC more than merely a 
struggle for greater economy and efficiency in 
the conduct of Jewish affairs. It is indeed a 
struggle between two philosophies in Jewish life. 
One philosophy, based on the recognition of the 
oneness of the Jewish people, seeks to inculcate 
the spirit of democracy in Jewish collective en- 
deavor; the other, rejecting the concept of Jew- 
ish peoplehood and denying the existence of an 
integrated Jewish Community in this country, 
is rooted in a philanthropic attitude toward the 
bulk of American Jewry. One philosophy wants 
the majority to decide; the other wants the mi- 
nority to dictate. 


It is time for a showdown. Either the Jewish 
community asserts itself now and demonstrates 
its determination to chart its course along dem- 
ocratic lines, or it will have to submit to the will 
of an oligarchy. And this oligarchy will not 
stop at community relations. If NCRAC can- 
not make decisions by majority vote, why should 
the United Jewish Appeal or the JDC or Feder- 
ations or Welfare Funds? No wonder there has 
been talk, at a recent meeting of the American 
Jewish Committee, of the need to re-examine 
the relationships with the focal community coun- 
cils, inasmuch as the principle of majority rule 
obtains there too. 


Nor will the problem be solved by the return 
of the two agencies to the NCRAC on the basis 
of further appeasement. ‘The NCRAC is itself 
badly in need of reorganization. It should 
broaden its organizational structure so as to make 
room for all national and local agencies whose 
work bears on Jewish community relations. The 
NCRAC is but one of a number of central Jew- 
ish agencies that have come into being in recent 
years. It is one of the rings in a chain that still 
has to be forged. 
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Consent Under Totalitarianism 
by BEN HALPERN ; 


CONQUEST BY TERROR, by Leland 
Stowe. Random House. 300 pp. 
$3.50. 

SovigET ATTITUDEs TowaRD Au- 
THORITY, by Margaret Mead et 
al. McGraw Hill. 148 pp. $4.00. 


VER SINCE the October Revolu- 
tion, books written about the 
Soviet Union have been controver- 
sial at least in effect; and usually 
also in intention. But undoubted- 
ly, the controversy has greatly 
sharpened and the literature be- 
come far more pointed since World 
War II. In the climate of the 
“cold war” Western authors writ- 
ing about the Soviet Union cannot 
be content with a portrayal in the 
round. They aim at dissection, 
hoping to learn from anatomy and 
structure where to probe for the 
vitals. 

Not only has current history 
sharpened the edge of their pur- 
pose, but since 1917 it has given 
Western writers a significant new 
background. The experience of 
past decades enables contemporary 
analysts to distinguish significant 
from superficial aspects of the 
Soviet Union by comparison with 
other instances of the same general 
type. Perhaps the most obviaus 
common characteristic of current 
literature on Russia is the way in 
which authors draw on Nazi Ger- 
many and other models of totali- 
tarianism for an understanding of 
the Soviet Union. 

The major question that is 
brought into focus when the 
Soviet system is analyzed under 
the heading of totalitarianism. is 
the question of authority: how do 
the Soviets get popular consent or 
at least obedience for their rule, 
and what are the motives of in- 
dividual conformity or rebellion. 
This problem has had an almost 
morbid fascination for the West- 
ern intellectual. We know with 
what reservations men in the West 
grant their cooperation to popular 
governments, formally expressing 
their own will, and how sourly 
they view the spread of govern- 
ment power. Yet, in the totali- 
tarian regimes, men despotically 
oppressed often appear to obey 


‘their tyrants with an uncanny en- 


thusiasm, and bear without even 
revolt the most extreme demands 
of the state. 

Arthur Koestler, in his novel 
Darkness at Noon, explored for 
us the mechanisms which operate 
among the Party elite to bring 
about Communist obedience. The 
central theme of his book, the 
Moscow trials, with their astound- 
ing self-incriminatory confessions, 
is so puzzling to the West that we 
must devise various hypotheses, 
from the effects of mysterious 
drugs to the pathology of absolute 
faith, in order to explain it. The 
submission of the masses seems less 
mysterious because it is forced 
rather than spontaneous obedience, 
yet here, too, there is something 
disquieting. If it is true that in 
the face of modern police arma- 
ments popular rebellion is impos- 
sible, then how can we ever hope 
for the overthrow of tyranny? 
Besides, we sense that totalitarian 
power not only crushes rebellion 
in embryo; it also paralyzes the 
will to rebel. Hannah Arendt has 
analyzed the technique of arbi- 
trary terror whereby whole popu- 
lations could hypothetically be 
governed by the spell of nameless 
fear. But even this does not end 
our puzzlement, for nobody 
doubts that some positive element 
of consent, or acceptance, is in- 
dispensable to any working so- 
ciety. We resort to the hypnotic 
influence of propaganda and con- 
trol of information for a theory 
to explain the popular acceptance 
—sometimes, the very enthusiastic 
acceptance of totalitarian rule. 


HE PROBLEM of Soviet rule, its 
underlying legal and_ ethical 
psychology, is the precise subject 
of Margaret Mead’s book, Soviet 
Attitudes Toward Authority. The 
essential idea which she outlines is 
at bottom the familiar idea that 
totalitarianism, and, in particular, 
the Soviet system, represent a bas- 
tard form of religious belief. 
However, the book is of consider- 
able interest in the way that it 
develops its underlying platitude. 
The framework of the book is an 


- unlimited 
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analysis of ways in which obedi- 
ence is learned and taught in the 
Soviet Union, in regard to chil- 
dren, workers, officials, bureau- 
crats, Party members, non-Party 
members, and other relevant cate- 
gories in Soviet society. The pri- 
mary thesis of the book is also in- 
teresting because of the form in 
which it is cast: it postulates that 
where the Western system of au- 
thority is based on the relation- 
ship of contract, with defined 
rights and limited obligations, the 
Soviet system of authority is based 
on quite a different relationship 
and ethics, in which obligations 
and responsibility are in principle 
and rights are in- 
definite.* 

This insight, so obviously cor- 
rect for any totalitarian society, 
needs to be carefully applied. One 
could easily use it as merely one 
more condemnation of the Soviet 
Union, ‘since it adds a further 
stroke to an already black portrait 
of the omnivorous state and the 
impotent individual. But a rela- 
tionship of indefinite rights and 
potentially unlimited obligations 
can be, after all, a stable and, 
hence, an ethically founded rela- 
tionship. The family, for example, 
is such a relationship, much more 
than it is a relationship of con- 
tract. 

Now if we reverse the order of 
our reasoning, we may conclude 
that since we suppose the basis of 
Soviet society to be not merely 
physical force but some sort of, 
let us say, perverted ethics, the 
society has inherent elements of 
stability. It is somehow founded 
on consent. If one imagines that 
Soviet society is held together 
simply and solely by force, with 
perhaps a measure of thought con- 
trol, one can also suppose that 
should a Western army, trained to 
be kind, invade Russia, the people 
would welcome them as liberators. 
On the other hand, if an ethical 
concensus lies at the foundation of 
Soviet society, the people will rise 
to its defense against any invaders. 
In the same way, if force alone 
preserves Soviet society, only force 
can reform it. But if an ethical 





* The origins of this.ethic are traced 
back to (among other sources), the 
Eastern Christianity of pre-Soviet Russia. 
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idea upholds its structure, the so- 
ciety can and must change in the 
manner and degree required to 
adapt that idea to the conditions 
of life. 

Margaret Mead’s book follows 
the second line of thought. The 
study makes no real effort to pre- 
dict changes in organization or to 
locate possible sources of disaffec- 
tion in the society. What it does 
is try to establish a systematic re- 
lationship between observed fric- 
tions and hypothetical “points of 
strain” in the social structure. The 
latter are supposed to arise from 
incompatibility between the de- 
mands of objective tasks and the 
Soviet system of unlimited per- 
sonal responsibility and undefined 
personal rights. 

“By holding everyone account- 
able for every slightest act, by 
holding all persons in responsible 
positions accountable for much 





KARL EHMER 


Horace Harding Blvd. 
Flushing, N. Y. 





EL CAPITAN 
PRODUCTS, Inc. 


Lane, Pa. 





TENTH STREET 
HARDWARE 


620 Tenth Street 
Chicago, Ill. 





ROOSEVELT AUTO 
REBUILDING CO., Inc. 


Chicago, Ill. 





TRUCK DRIVERS 
UNION 


Cleveland, Ohio 





COWDREY’S 
PHARMACY 


6350 Van Mup Blvd. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 





THOMAS UNIT CO. 


Insurance Agency 


Cleveland, Ohio 











that is due to the poor organiza- 
tion or administration for which 
they are really not responsible, the 
Bolsheviks create a system within 
which not responsible moral be- 
havior, rigid correctness, nor me- 
ticulous honesty form the behavior 
which enables a man to survive, 
but in which a premium is placed 
upon the individual who can keep 
his head above water by devious 
means. The very extremity and 
exaggeration of their political 
moral demands are self-defeating 
by creating a political form which 
fails to reward those who take the 
demands seriously.” 


LELAND Stowe’s Conquest by 

Terror examines another area 
of Soviet authority, the system 
whereby the Soviets control their 
new satellite states in Eastern 
Europe. The book is an exceeding- 
ly disappointing one, precisely be- 
cause its subject is so interesting. 
In the satellite states the Soviet 
Union has created a Russian em- 
pire of formerly independent na- 
tions. To explain clearly just what 
is the structure of Soviet control 
and satellite dependency in these 
countries would be an important 
contribution to our objective 
knowledge, besides being a vital 
piece of counter-Bolshevik propa- 
ganda. 

But Leland Stowe -gives us a 
dim picture of most of the sub- 
jects that would really interest us. 
There is only one field in which 
he attempts to show in detail how 
the satellite states have been con- 
verted to Russian colonies. He 
gives a fairly full picture of the 
military integration of these coun- 
tries under the Soviet system, 
showing how their armies have 
been reorganized along Russian 
lines, their railroads integrated into 
the Russian network, and their 
ranking army officers and “secur- 
ity” police supplied from Russia. 
On the other hand no clear pic- 
ture is given of the structure and 
purposes of Russian economic con- 
trol in Eastern Europe, nor of the 
control of the satellite Communist 
parties and governments from 
Moscow. 

The reason for Stowe’s vague- 
ness on these points seems to be 
that he wanted to write an effec- 
tive piece of anti-Communist 
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propaganda. His punch line in 
every chapter is a reminder to the 
“average American”: This is what 
could happen to you! But even 
as propaganda his approach seems 
ill-conceived. The ‘‘average Amer- 
ican” hardly needs to be convinced 
that he would not like to live in 
the Soviet Union or any place like 
it. If so, a picture of the woes of 
the satellite countries might serve 
not so much to disillusion as 
to enrage the American people. 
But Leland Stowe himself does not 
appear certain that his purpose in 
concentrating on the suffering— 
sometimes simply the horrible in- 
conveniences — in the satellite 
countries is to arouse a spirit of 
anti-Bolshevik crusade. His for- 
mula for a Western counter-offen- 
sive to the Soviet threat is a dual 
program of food and propaganda: 
a vast Point Four program to ex- 
pand production in backward 


countries and a great “Campaign. 


of - Trust” to undermine Soviet 
thought control in its own sphere 
and defeat Soviet propaganda 
abroad. Thus he does not expect 
American rage but American en- 
lightenment to safeguard and lib- 
erate the world from the Com- 
munists. Unfortunately his own 
book fails to nail down with sys- 
tematic finality the one most im- 
portant point on which some of 
its readers may still retain pro- 
Soviet illusions: that is that in the 
satellite countries the Soviet Union 
is following a policy which meets 
the strictest definition of the term 
“imperialism.” A conscientious, 
solid demonstration of this fact 
would also have been a real con- 
tribution to the American “Cam- 
paign of Truth” in countries like 
France and Italy, or India and 
Indo-China, or even in the satellite 
countries themselves. 


Despite his heavy emphasis on 
truth as an anti-Communist 
weapon, Stowe seems to despair of 
its effectiveness in countries where 
Soviet control has been established 
for a generation or more. He ap- 
parently believes that young peo- 
ple brought under Soviet thought 
control can no longer be won over 
to the values of freedom, for he 
constantly speaks of the next 
twenty years as the limit of the 
period in which we can expect to 
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Stevenson’s Liberal Record 


October 6, 1952 
Dear Shlomo Katz: 


I write in answer to your piece 
in the September issue of the Jew- 
isH FRONTIER on a “Liberal 
You certainly 
need to be reminded of Norman 
Hapgood’s wise counsel: “The fail- 
ure to accept the better because 
it is not the best is the surest way 
of guaranteeing the worst.” 

I wish to concentrate on your 
statement: “ A liberal voter scans 
Stevenson’s record and finds there 
little to sway him powerfully in 
the direction of the Illinois Gov- 
ernor.” As one who has lived in 
Illinois and been privileged to 
work with the Governor on the 
Illinois Commission on Human 
Relations, let me remind you of 
some phases of his record which 
have won this liberal, and thou- 
sands like him in the State of IIli- 
nois, to an almost worshipful de- 
votion to the Governor. 


As Governor of Illinois, Steven- 
son, in three short years, has 
cleaned out the major sources of 
corruption in the State. This was 
done in spite of a hostile legisla- 
ture. He has induced highly hon- 
orable and efficient men from all 
walks of life and regardless of 
party affiliation to enter the vari- 
ous branches of government serv- 
ice. I know two such men in my 
own Congregation. They have 
made great personal sacrifices to 
serve the State because the Gov- 
ernor has inspired them to see poli- 
tics in its classic stature—as the 
art of social living, the wise ex- 
tension of good household manage- 
ment, the science of melding per- 
sonal liberty and group security. 
We have had a taste in Illinois 
of what might happen to the 
whole nation if politics could be 
moved from the guttcr and the 
smoke-filled rooms and made the 
devout concern of the best of our 
citizenry. 








find elements in the satellite coun- 
tries eager to be liberated and 
ready to help their liberators. The 
implications of this viewpoint are 
no more clearly worked out than 
the other significant questions in- 
volved in Mr. Stowe’s subject. 


Governor Stevenson vetoed the 
Broyles Bills in spite of vehement 
American Legion support of the 
bills and thus saved the State from 
a sorry suppression of academic 
freedom and civil rights. 

He issued directive No. 2190 
to the Department of Labor which 
put in effect administratively what 
would have been gained through 
a State F.E.P.C. When this meas- 
ure was defeated a third’ time by 
reactionary (largely Republican) 
forces in the State, the Governor 
agreed to use his executive powers 
to direct the State Employment 
Offices to refuse placement of jobs 
to employers who practiced dis- 
crimination in their employment 
policies. 

‘ihe Governor, through his en- 
couragement of the Illinois Com- 
tnission on Human Relations, has 
alerted the whole State to the 
problems of segregation and the 
denial of civil rights to minority 
groups. 
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He has widely extended the civil 
service. He has put the State po- 
lice on a merit basis, thus remov- 
ing one of the chief areas of politi- 
cal patronage. 

He guided to effective passage 
legislation increasing Workmen’s 
Compensation and unemployment 
benefits and speeded up the ad- 
ministration of injury claims. 

He brought Illinois from the 
lowest to one of the highest levels 
of Srate aid for common schools. 

He thas vastly improved the care 
and treatment of the 49,000 pa- 
tients in State mental institutions. 

This is but a small part of the 
record. The amazing thing is that 
Stevenson has been able to out- 
maneuver the professional politi- 
cians at their own game. Without 
compromising his ideals, he has 
been persistent and tough-minded 
enough to use: effective strategy 
for constructive, socially useful 
purposes. He has given a shining 
demonstration that the idealist can 
still function in politics if, instead 
of retreating in panic when he 
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faces the complexities, the per- 
versities and the sheer “ornery- 
ness” of politics, he faces up to 
them and mobilizes the thinking 
power of good men toward good 
ends. 


As an editor of a magazine that 
itself has labored for public lit- 
eracy and understanding of public 
affairs, you are strangely silent 
about a man who has contributed 
to the adult education of America 
as no man since F.D.R. has done, 
who has indeed made it a great 
day for spoken English everytime 
he addresses a nation-wide audi- 
ence. 


A reading of the major addresses 
given by Governor Stevenson in 
this campaign reveals in them a 
great congeniality of spirit and 
mood with everything the Fron- 
TER has fought for. His brood- 
ing, sensitive, profoundly complex 
mind is of the same species as that 
of our own Hayim Greenberg. 


Jacos J. WEINSTEIN 


Rabbi, K.A.M. Temple 
Chicago, Ill. 
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Labor Zionist Organization Affirms 
Right To Endorse Stevenson 


HE Central Committee of the 
Labor Zionist Organization of 
America considered at its meeting 
of October 15th, 1952, the action 
of the American Zionist Council 
on October 14th, “regretting the 
action” of one of its “affiliated 
groups,” namely ourselves, in en- 
dorsing one of the candidates for 
President of the United States. 

It was the unanimous decision 
of the Central Committee, acting 
for our Party, that we direct this 
communication to the American 
Zionist Council. 

We deny specifically and gen- 
erally the right of the Council to 
consider or to act upon this mat- 
ter. By tradition, by its whole 
principle of organization, and by 
the record of the past, it has been 
the declared policy and practice 
of the Labor Zionist Organization 
of America to take part in and 
to make declarations concerning 
issues and candidates in American 
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elections. This derives from the 
fact that we are not only a Zion- 
ist party; we are also a Labor 
party. And we have always re- 
garded it not only as our right 
but as our duty to second our ad- 
vocacy of social justice in Israel 
with a similar stand and similar 
action in the United States. 


This has nothing whatsoever to 
do with the American Zionist 
Council. In regard to matters af- 
fecting Zionist policy we go along 
with other groups in the Council 
on the basis of majority rule. This 
was not negated in the action 
taken by our Central Committee 
in endorsing Stevenson, for the 
resolution was careful to assert 
that statements concerning Israel 
were in the platforms of both 
parties, and, by implication, that 
we favor, as does the American 
Zionist Council, a bi-partisan ap- 
proach to diplomatic and economic 
help for Israel. 


That we are fully entitled to 
take this action is evidenced not 
only by our history and tradition; 
it is also clearly demonstrated in 
the position taken by the Zionist 
General Council at its meetings on 
May 7-15 of this year in Jerusa- 
lem. On pages 238 and 239 of its 
report giving its adopted policies 
in regard to the organizational 
framework of the so-called “‘terri- 
torial” associations, Paragraph (b) 
states that “the establishment of 
such framework shall be effected 
in collaboration with the local 
Zionist bodies and with full safe- 
guards for the autonomy of the 
parties and Zionist associations, in 
their specific fields and methods of 
activity.” 

The section concludes with a 
paragraph specifically devoted to 
the United States, which begins: 
“In regard to the United States, 
the General Council instructs the 


Executive to make further efforts ' 


to strengthen the American Zion- 
ist Council,” and concludes with 
the phrase: “without in any way 
infringing upon their independent 


existence or upon their activity in 


special spheres.” 
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All of this clearly covers the 
present instance. 

In the light of the foregoing, 
the Central Committee of the 
Labor Zionist Organization of 
America declares that the Ameri- 
can Zionist Council has acted be- 
yond its jurisdiction in this mat- 
ter, that the matter should never 
have been upon its agenda, that it 
had no right to consider it or to 
act upon it, much less to release 
that action to the press. We re- 


gard ourselves as bound in no way 
by this action, and we consider 
ourselves entirely free to continue 
our advocacy of the candidacy of 


‘Stevenson, to organize meetings 


throughout the country to this 
end, and to cooperate with other 
groups in the campaign to elect 
Stevenson. 


James G. HELLER, President 
Labor Zionist Organization 
of America 
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Books for ‘Beth Berl 


Editor, Jewish Frontier: 


The Berl Katznelson Institute— 
or Beth Berl, the name by which 
it is generally known—was foun- 
ded in Israel in 1947. Its main pur- 
pose is to develop intellectual and 
social leadership for Israel—civil 
servants, social workers, educators, 
etc. who will be entrusted with 
the complex tasks of building and 
preserving a united democratic 
Israel. 


Another important function of 
Beth Berl is to establish strong cul- 
tural and spiritual ties with the 
outside world, particularly with 
American Jewry. For this pur- 
pose, a number of Seminars and 
Workshops have already been es- 
tablished. 


The Board of Directors of Beth 
Berl includes Prime Minister David 
Ben Gurion, Fareign Minister Mo- 
she Sharett, former Education Min- 
ister Zalman Shazar, Speaker of 
the Knesset Joseph Sprinzak, and 
Education Minister Professor Ben 
Zion Dinaburg. 


The Library of the Institute, 
which is housed in a library build- 
ing donated by the Schaver family 
of Detroit, finds itself in need of 
basic reference works and texts 
in the field of social and political 
science. It would greatly appreci- 
ate receiving any works of that 
kind which your readers may be 
in a position to donate. The In- 
stitute is also interested in obtain- 
ing books in Hebrew and Yiddish, 
and more particularly periodicals 
of a consecutive nature. 


Some of your readers may wish 
to present basic works to the In- 
stitute as a memorial to a loved 
one or on other occasions. An 
appropriate bookplate would be 
provided by the Institute. 


Interested readers should get in 
touch with American Friends of 
the Katznelson Institute, 33 East 
67 Street, New York 21, N. Y. 


Mrs. EvELYN TWERSKY 


Executive Secretary 
Katznelson Institute of 


Social and Political Science 
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HISTADRUT GOES FORWARD! 


The impact of new immigrants upon the life of Israel— 





The impact of Israel upon the life of the new immigrants— 


These are the interrelated problems whose solution will 
determine the kind of Jewish State we shall ultimately have. 


The Bridge Between Newcomers and Productive Citizenship 


is HISTADRUT! 








Israel’s labor movement—which laid the foundation for national independence—is today 
erecting the structure which will house the people of Israel, a home based on labor, 
on cooperation, on social justice, on cultural advance. 


_ THE 1953 HISTADRUT CAMPAIGN 


is American Jewry’s instrument for participation in the grand and challenging tasks of 
Labor Israel.. American dollars, freely given, will help Histadrut go forward— 


To TRAIN more skilled workers in industry and agriculture. 
To ESTABLISH cooperative enterprises for new immigrants. 

To BUILD homes and community institutions in new areas. 

To PROVIDE medical care for 900,000 men, women and children. 
To INJEGRATE old and new citizens, socially and culturally. 


Your Active Support Is Urgently Needed! 





Strengthen the Hands of the Builders of a 





Cooperative Commonwealth in Israel! 








Send your contribution to: 


NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR LABOR ISRAEL 


33 EAST 67th STREET NEW YORK 21, N. Y. 


JOSEPH SCHLOSSBERG ISAAC HAMLIN MAX ZARITSKY — 
Chairman Secretary Treasurer 
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Proclamattou 
of the Labor Zionist Conference for Israel Bonds 


Held in Atlantic City, September 13th, 1952 


E, the delegates of the Labor Zionist Movement in 
America, have gathered here on this the 13th day of 
September in Atlantic City, as part of the Second 
National Economic Conference for Israel, sponsored 
by the State of Israel Bonds. Israel’s call has been our com- 
mand for participation in this great activity on behalf of 
the development of the land, the exploitation of its natural 
resources, the strengthening of its agricultural program, the 
expansion of its industry and the enlargement of its agricul- 
tural facilities as part of the essential program in the war 
for Israel’s economic independence. 





With deep pride and satisfaction in the splendid results 
we have attained, we bring to a close the first period of our 
Bond activities. Throughout the country our forces have been 
magnificently mobilized. Thousands of chaverim and chaverot 
have demonstrated their great love and devotion to the cause 
es oe — of Israel, resulting in the sale and purchase of over ten million 
Cover of Eliezer Kaplan dollars’ worth of bonds, thus exceeding the half way mark 

Memorial Book in honoring the obligation we have assumed. 














The joy of our achievement has, however, been marred by the tragic loss of our leader 
who was the spearhead in the launching of the bond activity. In the passing of our Chaver 
Eliezer Kaplan, the late Finance Minister of Israel, not only the State of Israel, but the Zionist 
Movement and indeed the whole Jewish people have sustained an irreparable loss. Eliezer Kaplan, 
leader and builder, a man of great vision, yet one who understood every task however small, 
a man of strong character with an unbending devotion to his principles, will ever remain a torch 
bearer and a symbol for the Yishuv, for the working people there and for the State. 


Like a watch in the night, he stood for years in the first lines of defense against economic 
disaster. The guarding of the treasury of the Jewish Agency, so often sadly depleted, the heavy 
burdens of financing colonization and settlement, of Hagana and Aliya, of those surging towards 
the shores of Eretz Israel fell upon his shoulders. Later, his expert hands. undertook the still 
heavier obligation of Finance Minister in the new State, initiating organization and administer- 
ing the funds necessary in the War of Independence and the establishment of the whole economic 
system in the first four years of Israel. 


He overcame the seemingly impossible. Like the Rock of Gibraltar, he stood steadfast and 
strong, winning for himself the confidence of the whole people. But the hard struggles and 
obstacles which ealled forth such magnificent courage finally sapped his strength and took its toll. 

Truly it can be said of him that he died in the midst of his toil, a martyr to the cause of 
Medinat Israel and Am Israel. 


We, his chaverim and disciples, his co-workers, friends and intimates, feel bereft and 
orphaned. As a token of everlasting devotion we take upon ourselves the task of continuing 
the work he started, through a significant monument—THE ELIEZER KAPLAN MEMORIAL 
BOOK OF ISRAEL BONDS. We further pledge to exert all our energies toward the inscriptions 
of thousands of new bond purchasers in page after page of the Book and to dedicate the days 
from Rosh Hashona to Hanukka for this purpose. 


In loving memory and with renewed zeal and rededication to the cause for which Eliezer 
Kaplan lived and died, we open the first page and call upon all our chaverim and chaverot to 
make sure that the number of bond purchasers to fill this and ensuing pages will be an honor 
to his name and a worthy effort in the further security and economic stability of Medinat Yisrael. 














Announcing a new book-ordering service 
for our readers! | 


1. UNAMBO: A Novel of the War in Israel 
By Max Brod. Translated by Ludwig Lewisohn 


This rare and unusual novel tells of a sensitive man’s 
struggle to assert his beliefs in a new land. “Here is 
young Israel living, fighting and dying gloriously for 
an ideal. . . . Ludwig Lewisohn renders his language 
sensitively on every level of expression.”—RoseE FEtp, 


N. Y. Herald Tribune. $3.00 


2. AHAD HA-AM: Essays, Letters, Memoirs 
Translated from the Hebrew by Sir Leon Simon 


The most important writings of the father of the spiri- 
tual movement in Zionism. “A volume to be read care- 
fally, to study and cherish . . . the choicest thoughts 
“of one of the most original of Jewish thinkers.”— 
Congress Weekly. $3.50 


3. | SAW THE BATTLE OF JERUSALEM 
a 
By Harry Levin 


The gripping inside story of the siege of the city of 
Jerusalem by the Arabs in 1948, written by an eye- 
witness. Glossary. $3.00 


4. JEHUDA HALEVI: KUZARI 
The Book of Proof and Argument 


Abridged Ed., with intro. and commentary by 


Isaak Heinemann 
™~ 


This famous apology of Judaism, written in the 12th 
century, ranks among the classics of Jewish literature. 
Indexed. . $2.50 


5. MODERN HEBREW LITERATURE 
Trends and Values 
By Simon Halkin 


A comprehensive analysis of Hebrew creative writing, 
especially in Israel. “Halkin’s resume becomes a spiritual 
history of the Jewish people in the modern age.”—N. Y. 
Herald Tribune. Notes, indexed. $3.00 


6. PHILO: PHILOSOPHICAL WRITINGS 
Selections edited by Hans Lewy 


Stresses the ethical and mystical conceptions of Philo 
and also contains his fascinating account of some. of 
the contemporary Jewish sects in Palestine. $2.50 


7. . THE SABBATH: Its Meaning for Modern 
Man 


By Abraham Joshua Heschel 


Clearly, simply, in exquisite ptose sustained by vivid 
poetic imagination, Dr. Heschel captures the essence of 
the Sabbath and the role it has played in the history 
of mankind. Illustrated by Ilya Schor. $2.75 


TALES OF THE HASIDIM 
8. Vol. I: The Early Masters 
9. Vol. Il: The Later Masters 
Edited by Martin Buber 


“Jewish literature in English is immeasurably enriched 
by this publication.”-—Lupwic Lewisoun, New Palestine. 


Each volume $3.75 
2-volume set $7.00 


10. A TREASURY OF JEWISH FOLKSONG 
By Ruth Rubin : 


This rich collection of modern popular music includes 
cradle songs, love songs, songs of resistance composed 
under Nazi domination, and songs of the pioneers of 
modern Israel. $4.50 


USE THIS COUPON TO ORDER 








JEWISH FRONTIER BOOK SERVICE 
45 East 17th St., New York 3, N. Y. 


Please send me postpaid the books checked. I enclose 


in fyll payment. 
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N.Y.C. residents add 3% city sales tax. 

















